THE NEW AMERICAN 


In 1984, ex-KGB officer Anatoliy Golitsyn wrote an important book, New Lies For Old, 
warning of specific disinformation offensives that the communists would undertake. Because so 
many of his predictions have come true, Golitsyn's book is more important today than when it 
was first published. Excerpts follow: 

[T]he communist strategists are equipped, in pursuing their policy, to engage in 
maneuvers and strategems beyond the imagination of Marx or the practical reach of Lenin and 
unthinkable to Stalin. Among such previously unthinkable strategems are the introduction of 
false liberalization in Eastern Europe and, probably, in the Soviet Union and the exhibition of 
spurious independence on the part of the regimes in Romania, Czechoslovakia, and Poland. 

** * ** 


The creation of Solidarity and the initial period of its activity as a trade union may be 
regarded as the experimental first phase of the Polish "renewal." The appointment of Jaruzelski, 
the imposition of martial law, and the suspension of Solidarity represent the second phase, 
intended to bring the movement under firm control and to provide a period of political 
consolidation. In the third phase it may be expected that a coalition government will be formed, 
comprising representatives of the communist party, of a revived Solidarity movement, and of the 
church. A few so-called liberals might also be included. 

* * ** 

A coalition government in Poland would in fact be totalitarianism under a new, 
deceptive, and more dangerous guise. Accepted as the spontaneous emergence of a new form of 
multiparty, semi-democratic regime, it would serve to undermine resistance to communism 
inside and outside the communist bloc .... 

If "liberalization" is successful and accepted by the West as genuine, it may well be 
followed by the apparent withdrawal of one or more communist countries from the Warsaw Pact 
to serve as the model of a "neutral" socialist state for the whole of Europe to follow. 

* ** * 

The "liberalization" [in the Soviet Union] would be spectacular and impressive. Formal 
pronouncements might be made about a reduction in the communist party's role; its monopoly 
would be apparently curtailed. An ostensible separation of powers between the legislative, the 
executive, and the judiciary might be introduced. The Supreme Soviet would be given greater 
apparent power and the president and deputies greater apparent independence. 

* *K * 


"Liberalization" in Eastern Europe would probably involve the return to power in 
Czechoslovakia of Dubcek and his associates. If it should be extended to East Germany, 
demolition of the Berlin Wall might even be contemplated. 

Western acceptance of the new "liberalization" as genuine would create favorable 
conditions for the fulfillment of communist strategy for the United States, Western Europe, and 
even, perhaps, Japan. The "Prague spring" [of 1968] was accepted by the West, and not only by 
the left, as the spontaneous and genuine evolution of a communist regime into a form of 
democratic, humanistic socialism despite the fact that basically the regime, the structure of the 
party, and its objectives remained the same .... A broader-scale "liberalization" in the Soviet 
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Union and elsewhere would have an even more profound effect. Eurocommunism could be 
revived. 
ok * * 

The European Parliament might become an all European socialist parliament with 
representation from the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. "Europe from the Atlantic to the 
Urals" would turn out to be a neutral, socialist Europe. 

(For additional information about Anatoliy Golitsyn and his book, see the article on page 
21) 

FRONT PAGE Keep Them Local, Keep 
Us Free 

When George Holliday stepped out on his balcony with a video camera shortly after 
midnight on March 3rd, he had no way of knowing that what he was about to record would have 
national, even world, impact. Across the street from his home a highspeed chase had culminated 
with numerous police vehicles and over 20 officers of the Los Angeles Police Department 
converging on a white Hyundai driven (under the influence of alcohol) by one Rodney G. King 
-- 25, black, unemployed, on parole. What Holliday captured on tape -- at least what the public 
has seen so far -- is one of the most graphically brutal sequences ever shown on American 
television news: Three officers savagely kicking and clubbing a prostrate King while as many as 
two dozen more officers look on. 

"Ugliest Home Video" 

It has been aptly dubbed "America's Ugliest Home Video," and it has been broadcast on 
television stations worldwide again and again -- and again. Charges of "media overkill" were 
justifiable only a couple of days after the shocking video came to light, by which time it had 
already been replayed dozens of times on most stations. But more than a month later the jolting 
scenes continued to play almost daily in most major television markets. An ugly act by a few that 
should have remained essentially a local Los Angeles incident, and a tape that should have 
served primarily as evidence to convict the wrongdoers, were transformed instead into a media 
event and a political vehicle to undermine law enforcement nationwide. 

Ironically, the very videotape that exposed the flagrant abuse of King by Los Angeles 
police officers and guaranteed the victim his day in court, now, because of media saturation and 
sensationalism, stands to jeopardize justice not only in that case but in many others as well. 
Attorneys for the police defendants have charged that the hysteria engendered by the 
mega-coverage of the incident has made it impossible for their clients to get a fair trial. But if 
this plea doesn't work to the advantage of the offending officers, it is certain that other criminals 
will benefit from the crippling effect that the bad publicity is having on police work and our 
justice system. 

"Every night we see the Rodney King videotape on every channel," said Los Angeles 
prosecuting attorney Steven Sowders in a Los Angeles Times interview. "We fear that every 
officer's credibility is being called into question ... even in cases where the defendant is clearly 
guilty." The same Times article cited a current case in which a man arrested for felony assault on 
a police officer was released on a reduced misdemeanor charge because, as Deputy District 
Attorney Gil Garcetti put it: "I did not see that our case could go forward given the current 
atmosphere." The "current atmosphere" is a supercharged cauldron of hate that has been 
continuously fueled and stirred by local and outside agitators. 

Anti-Police Backlash 
Law enforcement across the nation, from rural, small town forces to major metropolitan 
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departments, has felt the backlash. Most officers and police officials seem to agree that no other 
event in memory has come close to causing the widespread anti-police reaction of the 
LAPD/King affair. "I just saw [the video] again on Atlanta television last night, and I know that 
it will continue to give us a black eye in the community," says Corporal Richard McClarin, a 
veteran of the Fulton County (Georgia) Police Department and an instructor on firearms and 
deadly force at the county's police academy. "You see it on the street in the stares, hostile or 
fearful looks, taunts, comments. It hurts because it's not fair to the vast majority of officers, who 
are just as appalled as anyone [by the beating]." 

David J. Stevens, chief of police of Bedminster Township, Pennsylvania (pop. 4,600), 
says even his five-man force, which has great community relations with the people of his rural 
jurisdiction, has been bruised by the King publicity. "We've never even had a police brutality suit 
in the history of our department," says Stevens, "but you go into a restaurant and someone makes 
a comment about police brutality or jokes about police' batting practice.' Even though this will 
pass and I know virtually all the citizens around here support us, it is unreal how the repetitious 
playing of this video has implanted these doubts and fears in many people's minds." 

Exploiting the Race Issue 

Rodney King is black; the officers who did the thrashing are not. This in itself was all the 
proof needed by some, not only to declare the violent act itself to be racially motivated, but to 
declare the entire LAPD to be riddled with racism and to demand Chief Daryl Gates' resignation 
or dismissal. It should be noted that at his first press conference King and his attorney stated 
categorically that there was no evidence that this had been a racial incident. He had heard no 
racial slurs and had perceived no racial overtones before, during, or after the beating. That, of 
course, does not diminish the grievousness of the wrong or prove that racial prejudice wasn't a 
factor. Several of the crude comments and jokes by officers involved in the melee, recorded on 
the patrol car computer transcripts, may indeed be racial in nature. But even if that is proven to 
be the case, it is still a long way from corroborating the charges of "systemic racism" leveled 
against the department by professional radicals like U.S. Representative John Conyers (D-MI). 

Former LAPD Chief Ed Davis, now a state senator, challenges these charges with the 
following facts: "My police academy classmate and the mayor of Los Angeles for 18 years, Tom 
Bradley, is African-American. Direct control of the personnel and training bureaus in the LAPD 
was held, until his recent retirement, by an assistant chief of police, Jesse Brewer .... He happens 
to be African-American. During the three high-growth years, the internal-affairs division, which 
investigates charges of police misconduct, was directed by three different captains, two of whom 
are African-Americans. The percentage of African-American officers in the department exceeds 
the percentage of African-Americans in the city's population." 

In addition, says Davis, for 18 years Bradley has appointed the police commissioners, 
who actually run the department, and with few exceptions they have been liberals. Some have 
been black. "I do not thus believe," Davis wrote in a Times opinion column, "there is any racially 
biased institutional prejudice within the LAPD." Lyman Doster, president of the Association of 
Black Law Enforcement Executives, agrees. So does former Assistant Police Chief Jesse Brewer, 
who retired earlier this year as the highest ranking black officer in the department's history. To 
the contrary, says Brewer, under his tenure "anything that hinted at racism would be singled out, 
investigated and dealt with immediately." 

Likewise, most police organizations representing ethnic minorities seem to endorse Chief 
Gates' assertion that the King beating was an "aberration." The Latino Peace Officers 
Association, the Oscar Joel Bryant Foundation (a black police group representing all of Southern 
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California), the Association of Black Law Enforcement Executives, the California Oriental Peace 
Officers Association, the Hispanic Law Enforcement administrators, and other minority groups 
joined other police organizations in placing a full-page advertisement in the Los Angeles Times 
that called on the people of Los Angeles to support the department and not blame all officers for 
the misdeeds of the few. The text of the ad read, in part, "We don't blame communities or a class 
or a group of people for the acts committed by individuals because we know everyone is 
responsible for his or her own actions. Those who attempt to blame an entire group are playing a 
fool's game and trying to dupe the public." 

Indeed, says Ezola Foster, president of Black-Americans for Family Values, "that is 
exactly what has been going on .... I was just as filled with anger and outrage over the brutality 
against Mr. King as anyone," Mrs. Foster told THE NEW AMERICAN. But the current attack 
on Gates and the police department, she contends, "has nothing to do with the King beating, 
police brutality or departmental racism." It is, she says, a well-orchestrated, vicious campaign by 
left-wing political activists who have been vying for control of city politics for many years and 
who “have been exploiting this incident to inflame racial tensions for their political advantage." 

Power Play 

"The people of Los Angeles," says Mrs. Foster, "are in the midst of a fierce struggle over 
who will control the streets: The criminals and gangs and the political activists who support and 
champion them, or the representatives of lawful authority .... We have all of these ‘non-profit! 
political groups here in the community -- the ACLU, NAACP, Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference, Urban League, Mexican American Political Association, the Brotherhood Crusade 
-- who receive millions of tax dollars and private donations that they have used to build their 
political power bases." 

Foster cites the case of convicted murderer Jitu Sadiki as just one example in which 
activist groups coalesced around criminals who were victimizing minority communities. 'This 
man," says Foster, "is a gang member who served six years in prison for second degree murder. 
The Brotherhood Crusade made him into a ‘hero' after his release, and when he was arrested 
while breaking into a pawn shop all of these groups came to his aid, claiming he was the victim 
of police abuse." 

Political Axes 

It is no secret that Chief Gates and Mayor Bradley have not been exactly bosom buddies. 
Over the years they have locked horns on more than a few occasions. At the outset of the King 
brouhaha, Bradley maintained a public posture of neutrality toward the campaign by civil rights 
radicals to oust Gates, while at the same time Deputy Mayor Mark Fabiani and other members of 
Bradley's staff were actually directing and coordinating the attacks on the chief behind the 
scenes. 

Even the Los Angeles Times, which was pulling the "Dump Gates" bandwagon, couldn't 
help but note the transparent charade. "Mayor's Office Seen Directing Ouster Effort" read the 
title to one Times story which reported that the Bradley/Fabiani campaign "is designed to exert 
so much political and public pressure on Gates that he eventually will give up .... " 

The multi-pronged strategy involved dally raucus demonstrations at City Hall and Parker 
Center (the police headquarters), continuous anti-Gates media events featuring local and national 
politicians and celebrities, legal and administrative maneuverings aimed at forcing Gates out, 
coordinated telephone and letter-writing campaigns, and a Bradley-appointed "independent" 
investigative commission. Outside agitators Jesse Jackson and Al Sharpton brought their 
professional carpetbagger rabble-rousing talents to town. The ACLU placed a full-page ad in the 
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Times denouncing the LAPD as a gang in blue uniforms and demanding Gates' resignation. 

But the Gates-trashing campaign may be backfiring. On April 4th, two days after Mayor 
Bradley called on Gates to resign, the Bradley-appointed Police Commission voted to place 
Gates on a 60-day paid leave of absence. The next day the City Council surprised the mayor by 
siding with Gates against the Commission. (The liberal-dominated Council could see that there 
was a mounting backlash against the Bradley/ACLU/NAACP campaign. Pro-police/pro-Gates 
rallies were growing rapidly and City Hall was being swamped with calls and letters supporting 
the embattled department.) This put the Council and the Commission at loggerheads, setting up a 
conflict over which body had final authority over Gates. An April 8th court ruling temporarily 
reinstated Gates, deferring until a later date the final ruling. 

Suddenly the tables were turned and it was Bradley, not Gates, who was on the hot seat. 
As an angry effort to recall Bradley gained force and some of his staunchest supporters began to 
publicly question his actions and motives, the mayor beat a hasty retreat and offered Gates an 
olive branch -- of sorts. Bradley announced that he would not get publicly involved in the move 
to unseat Gates. What this development has meant is that Bradley's involvement has just gone 
deeper underground so as to be less obvious. 

Federal Grab for Control 

The most striking thing in the whole tragic Rodney King affair is how it has been blown 
into an issue of national proportions. Race, again, is the lightning rod. Jesse Jackson declared 
that the beating "exposed a national malady." U.S. Representative Don Edwards (D-CA), 
chairman of the House judiciary Committee and a longtime critic of law enforcement, 
proclaimed that police brutality is "an epidemic" and announced that he would open national 
hearings on the federal response to this problem. Ira Glasser, executive director of the ACLU, 
charged that "this kind of abuse has been a feature of every time in our history," and called on 
Congress to enact new federal legislation to give the Justice Department the authority to file suits 
against police departments and department heads accused of brutality. The Congressional Black 
Caucus urged the FBI and the Justice Department to launch thorough investigations of the LAPD 
and other police departments to ferret out racism and brutality. 

The federal government has already stepped in. In response to the King videotape, 
Attorney General Thornburgh has launched a nationwide review of police brutality complaints 
filed with federal authorities over the past six years. Senator Joseph Biden (D-DE) has 
introduced federal legislation to create a national police corps. The Les Angeles Times has 
endorsed the police corps concept in its editorials on at least two occasions. 

The advocates of federal intervention paint a grim picture of an America where local law 
enforcement has gone berserk and local police departments are dominated by rampaging racist 
goons or incompetent buffoons. If, as we have shown, evidence to back up charges of 
institutional racism in the LAPD is lacking, these sweeping charges against the entire system of 
American law enforcement are even more unfounded. They reveal a warped view of American 
society, just as proposals to interject the federal government into local police affairs reveal either 
an ignorance of our constitutional system and its separation of powers, or an intent to subvert the 
system. Local police under local control are essential to maintaining our constitutional system of 
government and our liberties, just as a national police is essential for the establishment of any 
tyranny. 

During the 1960s the federal government launched the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration (LEAA) with the expressed intention of "assisting" local law enforcement. What 
local police officials discovered, though, was that along with the federal funds came federal 
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regulations that were not only impairing law enforcement, but gradually turning local 
departments into mere administrative units of the federal government. 

Thankfully, all funding for the agency was eliminated in 1981 and it went out of 
existence the following year. But now, in the wake of the furor over Rodney King, this type of 
dangerous federal intrusion is being revived. 

More proposals of this type can be expected when the Christopher Commission 
concludes its investigation. The Christopher Commission, so named for its chairman, Warren M. 
Christopher, is a special panel appointed by Mayor Bradley to conduct "a full and fair 
examination of the structure and operation of the Los Angeles Police Department." A Deputy 
Secretary of State under President Jimmy Carter, Christopher is, like Bradley, a member of the 
world-government-promoting Council on Foreign Relations and the Trilateral Commission. 

Serving as a senior advisor to the Christopher Commission is ultraliberal Patrick Murphy, 
former police commissioner of New York, former president of the Police Foundation, and former 
administrator of the federal LEAA. Murphy, who favors federalizing the police and disarming 
the citizenry, has stated, "The police world -- I generalize -- is a racist world." 

Civilian Review Boards 

Another assault on local police that is seeing a revival is the call for the establishment of 
"civilian review boards" to monitor police abuse. This idea was invented by the Communist 
Party in the 1930s when it thought the country was ripe for revolution. According to Dr. Bella 
Dodd, a former member of the National Committee of the Communist Party who defected in 
1948, the idea was to get the police out from under the control of elected officials and subject to 
the discipline of a "civilian" group that the Party could infiltrate and control. W. Cleon Skousen, 
a former member of the FBI and former chief of police for Salt Lake City, interviewed Dodd and 
questioned her concerning the communist plan for civilian review boards. According to Skousen, 
Dodd "stated that by this means [the communists] intended to mete out harsh and arbitrary 
punishment against the police until they were intimidated into a benumbed, neutralized, impotent 
and non-functioning agency." 

That was exactly the result in those jurisdictions that implemented the 
communist-originated review boards. When the communist-inspired riots broke out in the 1960s 
the FBI was ordered to investigate. The FBI reported, "Where there is an outside civilian review 
board the restraint of police was so great that effective action against the rioters appeared to be 
impossible." The FBI found: "In one city with such an outside review board, police action was so 
ineffective that the police were ordered to ... limit themselves to attempting to prevent the riot 
from spreading. In another such city the police frankly admitted the making of arrests was 
'unfeasible' and mob action continued without deterrence." 

It is no surprise that the Communist Party is still pushing this program. The Party's 
newspaper, the People's Weekly World, carried an article calling for the establishing of civilian 
review boards "to investigate complaints, discipline officers and oversee police activity, 
including recruitment and training." 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


A Concise History of Totalitarian Police States 
A national police force with unlimited powers is a key characteristic of totalitarian 
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the tyrannical city-state), who became "practically supreme" after the Persian Wars, armed 
"certain of the younger Spartans as a special and secret police (the Krypteia), with the right to 
spy upon the people, and, in the case of Helots [a people from the town of Helus who had been 
among the first to be enslaved by the Spartans], to kill at their discretion. This institution was 
used at unexpected times, even to do away with Helots who, though they had served the state 
bravely in war, were feared by the masters as able and therefore dangerous men." (The Story of 
Civilization, Volume II: The Life Of Greece) 

Dictators throughout history have subverted local law enforcement, replacing it with their 
own centralized police powers. Former FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover once testified: "Law 
enforcement has long been a target of communist attack .... Lenin taught that it was essential for 
every 'real people's revolution’ to destroy the 'ready-made state machinery.’ Wherever 
communists have been able to exercise any measure of control, their first step has been to 
hamstring and incapacitate law enforcement." 

Police Power in the Soviet Union 

Today's Soviet KGB evolved from a confusing array of alphabet-agency police 
organizations instigated by the central government to control and oppress the people. The first 
state security apparatus was the Cheka, established on December 20, 1917. Author John Barron 
recalls that, beginning in February 1918, Cheka "rapidly and openly emerged as an avowedly 
terrorist organization committed to the extermination of all Communist opponents." It eventually 
"grew into a legion of at least 31,000 men" and "assumed the characteristics of an institution 
[which] started discharging functions that have become permanent features of Soviet society." 
(KGB: The Secret Work of Soviet Secret Agents) In 1922, due to the widespread hostility it had 
generated among the Soviet people, the Cheka was superceded by the GPU (State Political 
Directorate). The GPU was made a division of the NK VD (People's Commissariat of Internal 
Affairs), which also, Barron notes, "controlled ... the conventional police." 

When the Soviet republics were federated in 1923 to form the USSR, the GPU became 
the OGPU (Unified State Political Directorate) and separated from the NK VD. "By a decree of 
December 17, 1929," Barron reports, "Stalin set the OGPU on the peasantry, which he 
considered the one group left with potential for organized opposition to the dictatorship." On 
July 10, 1934 Stalin reconstituted the OGPU as the GUGB (Chief Directorate for State Security) 
and again made it a part of the NK VD. Barron writes: "In addition to the GUGB, the NKVD 
controlled the conventional police (militia), the border guards," and the "internal troops." 

In 1941 the GUGB was detached from the NK VD, and the "political police again became 
an independent organization and were retitled the NKGB, or People's Commissariat for State 
Security." In 1946 the NKGB became the MGB (Ministry for State Security), while the NKVD 
became the MVD (Ministry for Internal Affairs), After Stalin's death in 1953, the MGB was 
merged with the MVD, a move which gave its head, Lavrenti Beria, control of the political 
police, Beria was subsequently arrested and shot in a plot engineered by some fellow Politburo 
members (including Soviet premiers-to-be Georgi Malenkov and Nikita Khrushchev), after 
which, Barron asserts, the "new leaders reorganized the whole state security and police power, as 
Beria had attempted to do. The reorganization culminated on March 13, 1954, in formation of the 
KGB," Included among the KGB's powers were "the traditional political police functions," while 
the MVD "was left with the conventional police .... 

On November 27, 1990 Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev announced that he was 
enhancing the domestic role of the KGB. Three days later, at Gorbachev's behest, the KGB 
announced the formation of a special "economic-sabotage unit" to control the distribution of food 
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throughout the USSR. Gorbachev appointed Boris Pugo, who had served as the head of the KGB 
in Latvia in the early 1980s, as one of two new leaders of the interior ministry (which controls 
the USSR's police forces, including paramilitary troops employed to curb domestic disorders). 
On December 11th, the head of the KGB (Vladimir Kryuchkov) warned that the security service 
was prepared to use "all means at [its] disposal" to counter "anticommunist forces" at home and 
abroad. He warned that the KGB would "protect law and order and block all forces trying to tear 
the union apart." 

The Gestapo in Nazi Germany 

In Germany, according to historian William L. Shirer, the "diets and governments of the 
separate states ... were ... abolished in the first year of the Nazi regime when the country was 
unified, and governors for the states, which were reduced to provinces, were appointed by Hitler. 
Local self-government, the only field in which the Germans had seemed to be making genuine 
progress toward democracy, was also wiped out. A series of laws decreed between 1933 and 
1935 deprived the municipalities of their local autonomy, and brought them under the direct 
control of the Reich Minister of the Interior..... (The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich) 

The next key step was to centralize the police. According to Shirer: "On June 16, 1936, 
for the first time in German history, a unified police was established for the whole of the Reich -- 
previously the police had been organized separately by each of the states -- and [Heinrich] 
Himmler was put in charge as Chief of the German Police. This was tantamount to putting the 
police in the hands of the S.S. [Schutzstaffel, or Blackshirts], which since its suppression of the 
Roehm 'revolt' in 1934 had been rapidly increasing its power. It had become not only the 
praetorian guard, not only the single armed branch of the party, not only the elite from whose 
ranks the future leaders of the new Germany were being chosen, but it now possessed the police 
power. The Third Reich, as is inevitable in the development of all totalitarian dictatorships, had 
become a police state." 

On March 18, 1938 Adolph Hitler issued a set of gun laws to replace those that had been 
adopted during the Weimar Republic in 1928. Robert Schulze, in his 1939 documentation of the 
laws, noted that they required one permit to buy a gun and a second permit to own the weapon. 
Needless to say, not everyone qualified for the permits. Part 5, paragraph 3 of the statutes 
asserted, for example, that "for Jews, this permission will not be granted." Persons violating the 
regulations could be imprisoned, fined, or both. But Nazi officialdom, including the centralized 
police apparatus, was exempt. According to Schulze, included among those "people who don't 
require permission to purchase or carry weapons" were "the members of the army, the police, the 
whole S.S. and S.A. [stormtroopers], including the Death's Head group, the employees of the 
Department of Justice, the border guards." Journalist Alan Stang explained in The Review of the 
News for October 4, 1967 that "what had happened here ... was that a bunch of Socialist 
criminals had grabbed the government of Germany, and then they issued a law saying that they -- 
the criminals -- could have guns, but the people could not. Law-abiding Germans had allowed 
themselves to be disarmed by a Socialist gang, and now there was nothing legal they could do 
about it." 

The lessons of history taught by fascist Sparta, communist USSR, and Nazi Germany are 
clear: Dictators must centralize police powers in order to impose their wills and maintain control. 
Sometimes they even incite the violence (as in the case of Hitler's rise to power) in order to offer 
centralized police powers as the solution to the violence that they created. We must never permit 
such a power grab to succeed in the United States. 


-- ROBERT W. LEE 
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Operation Provide Comfort 

More than 200,000 American military personnel remained In the Persian Gulf region at 
the end of April, several thousand of them In southern Iraq awaiting replacement by a United 
Nations force, and another 7,000 In northern Iraq buildIng and securing camps for up to one 
million Kurdish refugees fleeIng the wrath of Saddam Hussein. 

Five hundred refugees were dying each day along the border of Iraq and Turkey as U.S., 
British, and French air and ground forces were trying to implement a humanitarian relief effort 
dubbed "Operation Provide Comfort." 

At a news conference on April 16th, President Bush said that he expected the Iraqi 
regime "not to Interfere In any way with this latest relief effort .... Our long-term objective 
remains the same: For Iraqi Kurds and Indeed, for all Iraqi refugees, wherever they are, to return 
home and to live in peace, free from repression, free to live their lives." He said that "the United 
States is not going to Intervene militarily in Iraq's Internal affairs and risk being drawn into a 
Vietnam-style quagmire .... Nor will we become an occupying power with U.S. troops patrollIng 
the streets of Baghdad. We Intend to turn over the administration of these sites as soon as 
possible to the United Nations." 

As he was leaving the Gulf on April 20th, General Norman Schwarzkopf said that what 
happened to the Kurds did not mean "that our mission failed. It's exactly the same thing that 
happened to the Kurds a few years ago at the end of the Iran-Iraq war. It's exactly the same thing 
that's happened to the Kurds for many years." Schwarzkopf received a hero's welcome at 
MacDill Air Force Base in Florida the following day, and was praised again by President Bush at 
the White House on April 23rd. 

Meanwhile, Secretary of State James Baker spent the latter part of April trying to arrange 
a Middle East peace conference with visits to Luxembourg, Jerusalem, Aqaba, Cairo, Jidda, 
Kuwait City, Damascus, Kislovodsk (USSR), and Jerusalem again. He wants to bring together 
Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, and a delegation of Palestinians. 

Military Base Closings 

Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney stirred up the ire of politicians in 20 states by 
proposIng April 12th the closIng of 31 military Installations out of the 485 such installations 
within the United States. The proposed closIngs, which must be approved by a Pentagon 
commission, President Bush, and Congress, would eliminate some 70,000 military and civilian 
jobs by 1997, or 3.3 percent of the military's 2.1 million personnel. "A shrinking budget clearly 
requires us to make some hard choices and to establish priorities," said Cheney. "We have to 
concentrate on unglamorous things in the future, like operations and maintenance, if we're going 
to maintain a combat-ready force." 

"Renaissance" in Education 

President Bush on April 18th offered the nation a 34-page plan that he said would bring 
about "real improvement in education." Addressing an audience of educators, business leaders, 
governors, and members of Congress, Mr. Bush said that "there will be no renaissance without 
revolution." If approved by Congress, his plan would initiate voluntary national tests in math, 
science, English, history, and geography; persuade businesses to raise at least $150 million for 
research to design 535 new schools that would serve as models of educational excellence; allow 
parents to send their children to the schools of their choice, which could involve government aid 
to private schools; provide increased pay for teachers who teach well, teach core subjects, or 
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teach in dangerous or challenging areas; and ask business and labor to compile lists of the 
necessary skills to succeed in a particular field. 
Supreme Court Rulings 

The Supreme Court has handed down two more decisions that curb the rights of potential 
or convicted criminals. On April 16th, the Court ruled (6 to 3) in a Georgia case that repeated 
appeals by death-row inmates must be dismissed unless the prisoner can show good cause for not 
having raised the issue in an earlier appeal. Justice Anthony Kennedy wrote the majority opinion 
for Chief Justice Rehnquist and Justices O'Connor, Scalia, Souter, and White. 

On April 23rd, the Court held (7 to 2) in a California case that the 4th Amendment's ban 
on unlawful searches and seizures does not apply to chases of suspected lawbreakers. A seizure 
does not begin until a police officer touches a suspect or when the suspect submits to the officer's 
authority, said Justice Antonin Scalia in an opinion joined by Rehnquist, Blackmun, Kennedy, 
O'Connor, Souter, and White. 

Chamorro of Nicaragua 

Nicaraguan President Violeta Barrios de Chamorro spent three days in Washington in 
mid-April seeking more economic aid for her government's "revolution for democracy and 
liberty." She told a joint session of Congress that "we need steadfast financial assistance from the 
United States throughout this entire decade to reconstruct our economy," and won a promise 
from President Bush to seek international agreement on helping Nicaragua reduce its huge 
foreign debt. The United States has pledged $541 million for Nicaragua, but only about $207 
million has been disbursed. 

Dalai Lama vs. Red China 

The Dalai Lama, the spiritual and government leader of Tibet, whose country has been 
savagely persecuted by the Chinese communists since 1951, visited with President Bush and 
members of Congress in mid-April and pleaded for support in gaining freedom for his nation. A 
"new world order" without freedom is oppression, he told members of Congress in the Capitol 
Rotunda. 

He entered the White House through a side door and no news pictures of him and the 
President were permitted. In Beijing, Chinese Red rulers denounced Mr. Bush's meeting with the 
Dalai Lama, saying that it would "harm our bilateral relations." 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 
NATION ACLU Targets Law and 
Order 

In late March, the city of St. George, Utah was inundated by thousands of fun-seeking 
teenagers on "spring break," an annual ritual accompanied by the sort of rowdiness and 
alcohol-related offenses that plague residents and police wherever large numbers of youths 
gather to "let off steam." In past years, such infractions had been relatively few and minor. But 
this year, the number of citations jumped sharply as many youngsters became more unruly, 
hostile, and antagonistic toward police. During a four-day period, police issued 469 citations and 
made 298 arrests. 

Why the difference? As the youths arrived, the American Civil Liberties Union of Utah 
distributed thousands of fliers informing the youths of their "right" not to be badgered by law 
enforcement authorities, and urging them to report to the ACLU should they be "treated unfairly, 
rudely, improperly cited, harassed, [or] roughed up" by the police. The incident was typical of 
the ACLU's determination to make life as miserable as possible for our local police. 

Smear Campaign 
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Following the widely-publicized, videotaped beating of Rodney King by several police 
officers in Los Angeles, the ACLU of Southern California placed a full-page ad in the Los 
Angeles Times claiming that the brutal beating of King was "not an isolated incident," and 
demanding the resignation of Police Chief Daryl Gates. The ad was a thinly-veiled attempt to tar 
and feather the entire force with the "brutality" smear. (See the "Front Page" article, p. 7.) 

The ACLU's antagonism toward the area's police has deep roots. In 1980 the organization 
sponsored a day-long seminar on "police spying." Among those attending the public gathering 
was Sergeant Richard T. Long, a Newport Beach Police community-relations officer. He was on 
duty, but out of uniform. When identified as a police officer, Long was publicly humiliated and 
ejected from the meeting. He sued, and in 1987 an Orange County jury, agreeing that the ACLU 
had violated his rights, awarded Long $20,000 in damages. 

The ACLU's national executive director, Ira Glasser, has described police brutality as an 
"endemic situation" that requires "a systematic remedy," and has called for federal legislation 
giving the Department of Justice greater authority to seek court orders against "abusive" police 
departments. He has also urged the establishment of civilian commissions to monitor alleged 
abuse. Civilian review boards and federal control of the local police have been priority items on 
the agenda of the far Left for more than three decades. 

Remember Miranda 

During the 1960s the ACLU actively participated in, or publicly endorsed, key Supreme 
Court decisions that tipped the scales of justice heavily in favor of the criminal element. 

In Mapp v. Ohio (1961), the Court reversed a conviction on grounds that material 
evidence, no matter how conclusive of guilt, is not admissible if obtained in the absence of an 
official search warrant. 

In Gideon v. Wainwright (1963) and Escobedo v. Illinois (1964), the Supreme Court 
(with the ACLU's blessing) held, respectively, that a defendant who could not afford an attorney 
was entitled to one at taxpayer expense, and that the police had to specifically read a suspect his 
rights to remain silent and have legal counsel during questioning, and to warn him that anything 
he might say could be used against him. 

In Miranda v. Arizona (1966), the Supreme Court expanded Escobedo (again with ACLU 
blessing) by ruling that a suspect also had to be advised by police that an attorney would be 
provided at taxpayer's expense if the suspect could not afford one, and that the police had to 
prove that they had complied with the procedure. 

"Leave Those Kids Alone" 

The ACLU has worked vigorously to undermine discipline and promote virtual anarchy 
within our schools. The mere threat of an ACLU suit generates what Professor William A. 
Donahue, author of The Politics of the American Civil Liberties Union, describes as the 
"tremble effect" among school personnel. Donahue, who has spent many years carefully 
reviewing the ACLU record, holds the organization responsible for the "almost total collapse of 
authority of teachers and principals" in our public schools. 'They are afraid if they exact some 
measure of discipline from students, they will be hauled into court and tied up, so they've taken a 
lax attitude." The ACLU has sued to relax or abolish reasonable dress codes, to stop the 
warrantless search of student lockers for drugs, and to condone obscenity and vulgarity in 
student publications. 

The ACLU is also contemptuous of the 2nd Amendment, and has called for the 
registration of firearms and the licensing of gun owners and dealers. When authorities in Morton 
Grove, Illinois passed a law banning all handguns in 1981, the ACLU refused to come to the 
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defense of those who attempted to assert their rights to gun ownership. But when, in that same 
year, authorities in Kennesaw, Georgia passed a law requiring a firearm in every home (with 
exceptions for convicted felons, the physically disabled, and those with religious beliefs that 
conflicted with the law), the ACLU filed suit seeking to have the ordinance declared 
unconstitutional, 

In its 71-year tenure as the Left's civil rights "watchdog," the ACLU has accomplished as 
much as any other group in our nation to erode law, order, and general civil behavior among 
Americans. Its attack on our nation's police is a logical extension of the ACLU's destructive 
agenda. 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 
WORLD Odd Friends for 
Freedom Lover 

There have been plenty of headlines recently about the Bush Administration's betrayal of 
Iraqi resistance to Saddam Hussein. Lured into an attempt to despose the man George Bush 
likened to Hitler, the Kurds of Northern Iraq and others in Southern Iraq believed U.S. 
assurances that help would be forthcoming. But the kind of help they needed never materialized, 
and hundreds of thousands have been forced to flee into Turkey and Iran. 

Saddam Hussein may preside over a war-ravaged country, but, as popular phraseology 
puts it, internal resistance to his rule is history. Those who trusted the U.S. are defeated; the ruler 
against whom the U.S. unleashed war is still in power; and America's honor has been shown to 
be near worthless. 

Bush and Tibet 

It was 1954 when Communist Chinese forces invaded and annexed Tibet. For nearly four 
decades, the Dalai Lama, Tibet's religious and political leader, has travelled from country to 
country gently seeking justice for his country and his people. Over a million Tibetans have been 
slaughtered during this period as the forces set in motion by Mao have worked relentlessly to 
destroy Tibetan culture and make Chinese a land and a people that don't want to be Chinese. 

The Dalai Lama, as genuine an advocate of peace as this earth has produced, was 
scheduled to address a Joint session of the U.S. Congress on April 16th. Until George Bush 
heard about it, that is. The President arranged to have the invitation withdrawn. Which means 
that an unrepentant terrorist named Nelson Mandela is welcome before Congress -- and even 
feted at the White House -- but one of the world's premier victims of communism is shoved out 
of the limelight. 

Mr. Bush, of course, is the same President who, in lightning fashion, assembled troops 
from 30 nations to oust the invader of Kuwait. But because the murderers who lead China will 
tolerate no interference in their internal affairs -- and their definition of "internal" includes the 
savagely annexed Tibet -- George Bush willingly cooperates. The "new world order" he touts 
seems to have little to do with freedom and Justice. 

The butchers of Tiananmen Square are still dragging before tribunals dissidents who 
participated in the peaceful demonstrations of June 1989. Earlier in March, Wang Juntao and 
Chen Ziming each received a sentence of 13 years imprisonment in separate show trials. 

These latest victims of Chinese "justice" were convicted of counterrevolution. The human 
rights organization Asia Watch reports that, at the time of the demonstrations, the previously 
uninvolved Wang Juntao was asked by Chinese officials to join in the demonstration and to 
"serve as a bridge between the students and the government." With several others he did as 
requested, and will now pay dearly. The only explanation for such conduct on the part of the 
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Chinese officials can be that it sends a signal to the suffering Chinese people -- to terrorize them 
in other words. 
Don't Forgot Afghanistan 

After a decade of dishing out hard-to-imagine cruelty in Afghanistan, Soviet leaders 
pulled their invading troops out in 1989. But the war that has left 1.4 million Afghans dead 
continues. Soviet aid to the puppet regime they left behind in Kabul is estimated at $3 billion per 
year. U.S. aid to the Mujahideen is miniscule by comparison. Yet, the Bush Administration 
continues cordial relationships with Moscow and poses as a great lover of freedom. 

Saddam Hussein's crimes against Kuwait, as bad as they are, were no match for 
Moscow's 10 years of brutality in Afghanistan and Peking's near 40 years of butchery in Tibet, 
both of which are not ended. 

If George Orwell were around to comment on President Bush's ways, he might conclude 
that some invaders of neighboring countries are more equal than others. 

-- JOHN F. MCMANUS 
¢ The April 4th Washington Times reported that, according to the Bush Administration, 
"The Soviet Union is stepping up efforts to spread disinformation about its democratic 
opposition groups and the CIA as part of a return to hard-line Kremlin policies .... "Todd 
Leventhal, a U.S. Information Agency specialist on Soviet propaganda, was quoted as saying 
that the Soviets are "once again beginning to spread crude, anti-American disinformation 
covertly." 

¢ A 1989 U.S. State Department document entitled Soviet Influence Activities: A Report 
on Active Measures and Propaganda, 1987-1988, suggests that the Soviets never ceased their 
propaganda campaign against the West during the reign of Mikhail Gorbachev. According to the 
report, "There has been no decrease in Soviet active measures within the United States .... Soviet 
operations continually attempt to exploit and manipulate individuals, organizations, and 
movements whose policies and objectives either coincide with or can advance the foreign policy 
objectives of the Soviet Union." 

¢ "Soviets Report: Moscow Lied About KAL 007" blasts the headline of an op-ed piece 
carried by the April 23rd Wall Street Journal. The article was written by James Oberg, a space 
engineer and the author of Uncovering Soviet Disasters (1989). Oberg points out that last 
December and this January Izvestia, the official Soviet government daily, published a series of 
revelations about the Korean airliner that the Soviets downed in 1983. The Soviets argued at the 
time that they mistook the passenger airliner for an American RC-135 reconnaissance plane. 
Now the pilot who shot down Flight 007 admits that he saw clearly that his target was not an 
RC-135. Oberg writes that the pilot "further admits that he was instructed to lie about the 
encounter: to claim that he had radioed it on an emergency channel although he had not, that the 
target plane's lights were off although he had seen them on, and that he had fired tracers although 
his cannon had not such shells." 

* Now that the Soviets have candidly admitted that they lied about Flight 007, how do we 
know that they are telling the truth in their most recent pronouncements? THE NEW 
AMERICAN published in its August 29, 1988 issue a 13-page article entitled "What Happened 
to Flight 007?" that theorized, based upon compelling evidence, that the airliner did not plummet 
into the sea but may have landed on Sakhalin Island. Written by Robert W. Lee, the article notes 
that the plane remained airborne for at least 12 minutes following the attack and that the main 
wreckage was not found. 
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¢ The March 30th People's Weekly World, official publication of the Communist Party 
USA, called police brutality a "national epidemic" that "has been revealed in the aftermath of the 
March 3 beating of Rodney King .... " The paper quoted Charlene Mitchell, executive director of 
the National Alliance Against Racist and Political Repression: "If President Bush and his 
Attorney General Richard Thornburgh really want to stop police crimes, they could prosecute the 
LAPD lynch-mob under the Proxmire Anti-Genocide Act." Enacted in 1988, this legislation 
allowed the UN genocide treaty -- ratified two years earlier by the U.S. Senate -- to go into 
effect. 

¢ The Long Island, New York newspaper Newsday warned in its March 25th cover story 
that little-known provisions in the Clean Air Act of 1990 will pry New York commuters out of 
their private automobiles. "Hundreds of businesses, to comply with the law, will have to find 
ways to get their employees into car pools and van pools," reports Newsday. "And governments, 
planners say, will have to find ways to help the businesses do it -- from cash for car poolers to 
four-day workweeks." 

-- GARY BENOIT 


Behind the Facade 
BRYAN J. ELLISON 


You can still trust the communists ... to deceive 


For over 40 years following World War II, the people of Eastern Europe and the Soviet 
Union lived behind what Winston Churchill called the "iron curtain," trapped in conditions of 
poverty and fear. For 40 years, East and West stared each other in the eye, waging a Cold War of 
limited objectives while communism slowly gained ground around the globe. 

Then came 1989. Following an on-again, off-again campaign in the Soviet Union for 
glasnost and perestroika, the dam finally broke in Eastern Europe. The Polish communists 
suddenly legalized their hated opposition, the Solidarity union, negotiating with them in March, 
holding multiparty democratic elections in June, and ultimately allowing Solidarity to lead a 
non-communist coalition government. 

By autumn, Hungary's communists had abandoned their name and allowed themselves to 
be voted out of power in subsequent democratic elections. East Germany began allowing its 
citizens to escape, followed by mass demonstrations in East Berlin, the opening of the Berlin 
Wall, democratic elections, and reunification with West Germany. 

Faced with growing street protests, the Czechoslovak communists simultaneously 
resigned their posts in November of 1989, with their opponents winning democratic elections the 
next month. A violent revolution in Romania ended with the execution of the communist 
dictator, Ceausescu. The following April, the Bulgarian Communist Party also changed its name, 
and won continued power in multiparty elections. 

Democratic revolution has also overturned communist regimes in such countries as 
Mongolia and Nicaragua, and now Albania and Yugoslavia are facing dramatic change. Even the 
Soviet Union itself appears on the verge of disintegration. 

The verdict is in: The Cold War is over; the winner could not be clearer. According to the 
highest-level Soviet official ever to escape to the West, the communists are winning. 

Prize Defector 

Anatoliy Golitsyn, a Ukrainian born in 1926, joined the Communist Party of the Soviet 

Union in 1945 as he prepared to become a military officer. This launched him into several years 
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of training in intelligence and a position in the KGB by 1948. By the early 1950s, he had become 
important enough to co-author a plan for restructuring Soviet intelligence, which brought him 
into direct contact with Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin and other top officials. 

Four years of study at the KGB Institute in Moscow brought Golitsyn closer to the inner 
circle of communist power during the late 1950s. He then worked until 1960 as a top analyst for 
the KGB in its Moscow headquarters. The secrets he encountered at his relatively young age 
disillusioned him so severely that he resolved to warn the West. 

Having managed reassignment to Finland with his immediate family, Golitsyn suddenly 
presented himself at the U.S. embassy a few days before Christmas of 1961 to announce his 
defection. Within 72 hours, the U.S. Air Force flew the KGB major and his family to West 
Germany. 

After passing all lie detector tests and having provided many bits of information that 
could be independently continued by the Central Intelligence agency, Golitsyn was transferred to 
the United States for extensive debriefing. The message he brought was more powerful than 
anyone could have expected. 

Unpopular Message 

Since its creation in 1947, the intelligence wing of the CIA had operated under the 
assumption that the primary objectives of the KGB and other communist bloc intelligence 
agencies centered around espionage. According to this view, the KGB was playing a 
cat-and-mouse game with Western intelligence, trying to steal our secrets while preventing us 
from stealing theirs. For the CIA, the game was therefore the same: KGB defectors would be 
recruited to stay on the other side and provide information secretly, while KGB personnel in 
Soviet diplomatic and trade missions to the West would be identified and monitored. 

Into the middle of this comfortable game dropped Anatoliy Golitsyn, with a message that 
threw the CIA into turmoil for over a decade. As was the case with all defectors, Golitsyn was 
put under the authority of the Soviet Bloc Division of the CIA. For over a year after his 
defection, he was pumped only for information that would help identify KGB sources for 
stealing secrets. But he became impatient with this treatment, insisting he had much more 
important information to divulge. 

Golitsyn wanted to warn American leaders that they were severely misguided in 
believing the KGB to be interested primarily in espionage. He desperately tried to tell his CIA 
handlers that the purpose of the KGB was to manipulate the political decisions of the West, using 
a process known as strategic deception, to achieve its surrender to a future world communist 
government. The Soviets intended to allow the West to acquire carefully prepared disinformation 
about communist goals and methods, including sending phony defectors to make the deceptions 
more believable. To complement this, Golitsyn warned that the Soviets had not only penetrated 
the leading intelligence services of the West, but had maneuvered their "moles" into top 
policy-making positions, from where they could help convince the West of the authenticity of 
this disinformation. 

The Golitsyn revelations shook the CIA to the core. If he was right, the apparent 
successes of the CIA in getting information about the Soviet bloc were actually victories for the 
communists in deceiving the West. While many CIA personnel refused to listen to an 
increasingly frustrated Golitsyn, head of the Counterintelligence Division James Angleton 
recognized his importance, and had Golitsyn transferred to his authority in 1963. 

Secrets Revealed 
Golitsyn told the CIA officers that Soviet sources were highly placed KGB officers 
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working in the French intelligence agency, the SDECE, as a spy ring code-named SAPPHIRE. 
Two top French intelligence officials came under strong suspicion and were removed from their 
posts, but no serious investigation was ever pursued by the French government. 

According to Golitsyn, Soviet control over French intelligence was so complete that he 
predicted the KGB would use SDECE to spy on American nuclear capabilities. Within just a few 
months, such a secret order actually was issued inside French intelligence. 

The information supplied by Golitsyn also revealed a powerful spy ring of five Soviet 
agents operating at the highest levels of the British Ministry of Intelligence. Three had already 
been exposed, and a fourth was revealed in subsequent years. Based on additional evidence 
provided by Golitsyn, some members of the British MI5 created an investigative committee 
which concluded that the "fifth man" of the Soviet ring was none other than Sir Roger Hollis, the 
director of MIS. One MI5 officer tried to warn the prime minister, but was fired. Hollis himself 
was never fully investigated. 

Infiltration of CIA 

Golitsyn brought evidence of extensive Soviet penetration of intelligence services 
throughout the Free World, ranging from Germany to Canada, and many others. But his most 
important spy revelations concerned infiltration of the CIA itself. 

One lower-level Soviet mole in the CIA was uncovered with Golitsyn's help, but his more 
important information pointed to at least one mole at the highest levels of the CIA. Indeed, the 
reports Golitsyn had seen while in Moscow could not have come from a single agent, leading 
him to conclude that many such agents permeated the CIA. Much of the evidence indicated that 
several of the moles were operating in the Soviet Division -- the CIA branch entrusted with 
handling defectors. Investigations of several officers in the Soviet Division were conducted, and 
some reshuffling of positions followed, but the leaks continued. 

In 1962 Soviet military officer Colonel Oleg Penkovsky secretly provided the CIA with 
information that helped President Kennedy confront the Soviets and demand the removal of their 
newly-placed missiles from Cuba. Golitsyn, however, demonstrated that Penkovsky had to have 
been under the control of the Soviets when he supplied the "secrets." According to Golitsyn and 
Angleton, the Soviets gave the United States carefully selected information to convince us that 
we had won the Cuban missile crisis, while the Soviets had planned from the beginning to back 
down as part of a deal to win American acceptance of the communist regime in Cuba. 


The Soviet government sentenced Golitsyn to death after his defection, but given "the 
difficulty of carrying out that order, other means of neutralizing him had to be found. Upon his 
arrival, Golitsyn predicted that the Soviets would send false defectors to contradict his 
information. 

Early in 1962, two Soviets stationed at the United Nations suddenly offered to work as 
double agents for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, which code-named them FEDORA and 
TOP HAT. One was from the KGB, the other from the GRU, the Soviet military intelligence 
agency. Shortly after, a KGB officer named Yurt Nosenko contacted the CIA in Switzerland and 
also became a double agent for the agency. 

Within months of Golitsyn's prediction, U.S. intelligence had suddenly received a flood 
of Soviet contacts. Considered victories by many intelligence officers, these three double agents 
all gave information that contradicted Golitsyn. Among other things, they tried to convince the 
Americans that the Soviets had directly stolen secrets, rather than receiving information from 
high-level moles, which they argued did not exist. They also consistently gave the impression 
that Soviet intelligence was only interested in espionage. Nosenko even claimed that Lee Harvey 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


Oswald, President Kennedy's assassin, had never worked with the KGB, despite Oswald's many 
contacts with the KGB. 

Intelligence data gathered by U.S. agencies began to show many of Nosenko's claims, 
about his position in the Soviet Union and other important details, to be false. Nosenko also 
turned out to be ignorant of information he should have known, and was caught many times 
contradicting information he had previously given. When confronted with these incongruities, 
Nosenko called them errors. However, some of his false claims were supported by his KGB 
documents, which meant he must have been acting under KGB orders. 

CIA War 

With the emergence of data showing these three Soviet contacts to be phony, several CIA 
officers in the Soviet Division maintained an ongoing investigation of Nosenko until 1966. 
During this entire time, a war was escalating between intelligence officers who supported 
Golitsyn and distrusted Nosenko on one hand, and officers who were angered by the search for 
Soviet moles on the other. Golitsyn's supporters generally agreed that deception was a major goal 
of the KGB, whereas his opponents wanted to believe that the Soviets were merely interested in 
espionage. Changes in 1967 brought the first sign that Golitsyn's opponents would soon win full 
control in the CIA. On orders from above, many personnel in the Soviet Division were replaced 
by officers from other CIA sections, many of them just returned from Vietnam. A report clearing 
Nosenko as genuine was immediately issued. 

The exposures also created tensions between the CIA and FBI. FBI Director J. Edgar 
Hoover, infuriated by the allegations that his FEDORA and TOP HAT contacts were phony, 
even fired his own assistant director for participating in the investigations. By 1978, however, 
even the FBI had concluded that FEDORA was not genuine, and he suddenly returned to the 
Soviet Union to receive an official promotion. 

The internal fighting reached a climax by the early 1970s. Late in 1972, the CIA was 
temporarily headed by William E. Colby, previously an agent of the Covert Action wing in 
Vietnam. A confidential investigation had revealed a secret contact in Vietnam between Colby 
and a suspected KGB agent, but this was ignored. Colby issued orders permanently changing the 
operational methods of the CIA. Any information provided by defectors was henceforth to be 
accepted, so long as it was basically consistent with other CIA sources. Thus Nosenko, 
FEDORA, TOP HAT, and others were legitimized. The new policy officially assumed that the 
Soviets do not send false defectors. Moreover, the new official position held that the Soviets 
mostly engage in espionage, not in strategic deception. Even the word "disinformation" was 
redefined as merely placing propaganda in mass media sources. And all searches for Soviet 
moles were ended. 

Colby became CIA director several months later, and in 1974 fired Angleton. Dozens of 
staff members under Angleton were forced out within days. Golitsyn himself had already been 
effectively removed by 1969. Nosenko was then hired to train the new personnel replacing 
Angleton's staff. The new CIA policy remains in effect today. 

Communism Reorganized 

This complete purge left Golitsyn in the futile position of trying to attract the attention of 
uninterested American policymakers. Unable to make any headway, and troubled by events 
unfolding during 1979 and 1980, he decided to revive and update a manuscript he had first 
developed during the 1960s, in the hope of alerting America to the imminent danger. Published 
in 1984 under the title New Lies For Old, the book was an overview of communist bloc plans for 
a long-term deception strategy against the West. (See the end of this article for information on 
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how you may purchase the book.) 

The response to this landmark work was astonishingly silent. Those few reviews that did 
appear were often hostile. Foreign Affairs, published by the Council on Foreign Relations, 
brushed off the book and suggested that readers not consider it seriously. The Library Journal, 
which reviews new books for librarians, gave Golitsyn's book an almost unprecedented "not 
recommended" rating. Even the conservative magazine National Review tried to poke fun at the 
book, without specifically answering its points. 

In the first section of his book, Golitsyn recounts a series of important changes that 
occurred at the highest levels of the Communist Party during his rise in the KGB. According to 
Golitsyn, the death of Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin in 1953 left a power vacuum, largely because 
he had managed to consolidate most power in his own hands by severe persecution of his 
communist opponents. Facing an explosively unstable situation, his successors decided to 
reinstitute Lenin's concept of "democratic centralism," in which no single individual holds the 
fulcrum of power. The rebuilding of oligarchical rule by an all-powerful committee was hoped 
by the communists to allow a renewed aggressiveness in their policy, which under Stalin had 
lapsed into espionage abroad and maintaining control at home. 

Forces aligned with Nikita Khrushchev decisively beat opposing factions in 1957. 
Coordination between communist governments was immediately re-established, and various 
studies of deception methods were begun. During 1959, a secret team of KGB officers was 
formed to design a new long-term deception plan that would manipulate the West into helping 
the communists achieve world domination. One of those officers was Golitsyn. 


The period of 1958 to 1960 was marked by radical restructurings in the Soviet government. 
Because of the inevitable leaks that would occur from defections and espionage, the KGB was 
reorganized into an "outer" level composed of the personnel that might come into any contact 
with the West in their work, and an "inner" level, known as Department D. The members of this 
special department planned disinformation strategies, but all knowledge of these operations was 
denied to the rest of the KGB. This 1959 creation was subject to the direct authority of the 
Communist Party Central Committee, and was empowered to coordinate all other government 
agencies for disinformation purposes. 

This new plan was secretly organized and set in motion in late 1960 at a Moscow 
Congress of 81 communist parties from around the world. Golitsyn states that all factions, splits, 
and power struggles within the communist bloc were completely ended at that meeting, From 
that point forward, any such infighting between communists, or any popular resistance against 
communism, would be artificial and under the full control of the extensive secret police networks 
permeating societies under communist rule. 

Scissors Strategy 

The purpose of this massive deception strategy was to trap the West in something the 
KGB terms the "scissors strategy." The notion is rooted in Karl Marx's strategy of the dialectic, 
which allows communists to achieve victory by creating phony struggles in which they control 
both sides, so that the victim plays into their hands regardless of which side he allies himself 
with; the opponent is cut in half by two sides he thinks are opposed to one another. 

The new strategy of the KGB in 1959 was largely based on the experience of the New 
Economic Policy of the 1920s, which had been a spectacular application of dialectical strategy. 
Faced with a collapsing economy and growing opposition by 1921, the communists began 
allowing private ownership of many businesses and some freedom of speech for dissidents. At 
the same time, a number of disaffected officials secretly informed the West that an extensive 
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opposition group, know as the "Trust," was organizing inside the Soviet Union and preparing to 
seize power from the communists. The Trust was able to secure secret documents for the West, 
smuggle people out of the Soviet Union, and escort exiles into the country to witness attacks on 
government installations and police forces. Western nations began sending money to the Trust, 
allowed hundreds of companies to rebuild industries in the Soviet Union, and waited for the 
communist regime to fall. 

But several years later, the Trust was suddenly abolished. Many of its members were 
executed, the dissident press vanished, the secret documents were revealed as disinformation, all 
vestiges of the free market disappeared, and the communist government emerged stronger than 
ever. The primary leader of the former Trust then defected to the West, demonstrating 
convincingly that he had organized the opposition group under orders from the secret police, and 
that his fellow leaders in the Trust were also agents of the communists. The group had enticed 
genuine anti-communists into the open, and had fooled the West into believing the Soviet Union 
had changed, all with the continuous help of the communists. 

The formula was repeated after World War II in Eastern Europe. The CIA learned in 
1948 of a Polish underground organization, with the acronym "WIN," fighting the communists. 
The group provided evidence of serious fighting it was carrying out against Soviet troops, and 
stole secret documents for Western intelligence. The CIA provided WIN with money, weapons, 
equipment, and intelligence data. But by 1952, people entering Poland to help WIN were 
disappearing, and its information was becoming less reliable. Late that year, the underground 
was suddenly disbanded, and a radio broadcast by the Polish communist government proved, by 
its detailed information, that WIN had been created by the secret police and had received police 
help in fooling the West. The documents given the CIA had been disinformation, the program 
had been paid for with money the CIA provided, and the episode had distracted efforts to 
undermine the communist regime while it was consolidating power. 

Three-Phase Plan 

Because the New Economic Policy served as the model for the renewed deception plan 
begun in 1959, and based on some information to which he had access while in Moscow, 
Golitsyn has been able to analyze the modern plan in terms of three phases. The first involves 
creating false images for consumption by the outside world. The second uses these images to 
gain help from non-communist nations, including diplomatic recognition and economic aid. The 
third phase would consist of a disinformation offensive aimed at maneuvering the 
non-communist world into merger with the communists under a world government. 

The entire deception is based on creating an image of what Golitsyn calls "weakness and 
evolution." Through the 1950s, the communist bloc was clearly seen by the rest of the world as a 
dangerous monolithic entity. To remedy this, the disinformation program was designed to 
engineer dialectical factions among the communists. Various communist governments would 
coordinate "splits" between them, while "hardline" and "reformist" factions would be created 
within certain communist parties. Limited freedom of speech would be allowed at selective 
times, especially for "dissidents" under the influence of the communists. Treatment of 
individuals and movements dissenting against their communist regimes would periodically 
include pretenses of persecution, to convince the outside world of the dissidents' authenticity. In 
the final phase, controlled "democratizations" could be implemented in communist nations, 
persuading the West that the badly fractured communist world was finally collapsing. 

Golitsyn discusses in his book the major dialectical splits already existing between 
communist countries. As he explains it, the genuine split between the Yugoslav communists and 
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Stalin since 1948 was dissolved in 1957, after Khrushchev's consolidation of power, followed by 
a series of secret meetings in which the two countries agreed to coordinate disinformation. This 
led to the public, but phony, arguments between the two communist governments from 1958 to 
1960. This false renewal of a healed schism helped disguise the reconciliation between those 
countries, while it laid the foundation for Yugoslavia's future alliances with Western European 
labor unions and various Third World nations, with Yugoslavia portraying itself as anti-Soviet 
and moderate. 

The next major split was fabricated between Albania and the Soviet Union, with the two 
ending diplomatic relations in 1961. The image was generated of Albania remaining Stalinist, 
thereby painting Khrushchev as a genuine reformer who could more easily be worked with by 
the West. This deception also served as a test for whether the next one would also be believed. 

Sino-Soviet Synthesis 

Almost as soon as the Albanian dispute heated up, the first rounds of a split between the 
Soviet Union and Red China were displayed. Unlike with Albania, diplomatic relations were 
never broken. However, verbal threats and a tiny conflict at the border between the two countries 
have convinced outsiders of a genuine split. The Soviets have nevertheless continued providing 
Red China with intelligence and economic and military help. This major deception has, over the 
last three decades, created many successes for the communists that were often perceived by the 
outside world as communist failures. For example, Soviet alignment with India caused Pakistan, 
which fought India over disputed territory in 1962, to align itself more closely with Red China. 
Similarly, the Soviet-oriented Vietnamese communists in 1980 invaded Thailand, causing that 
country and other Asian nations to adopt friendly relations with Red China, abandoning their 
previous opposition to the Chinese communist threat. The Sino-Soviet split has also enabled both 
governments to alternately receive economic aid from the United States, depending on which is 
perceived as the more moderate at any given time. 

Sakharov Scam 

The other major type of disinformation, according to Golitsyn, is the appearance of 
liberalization within communist countries. Part of this involves organizing controlled dissident 
movements inside and outside the communist parties. 

One clear example of a phony dissident exposed by Golitsyn is Soviet nuclear physicist 
Andrei Sakharov, supposedly subjected to internal exile for years. But Sakharov's 1968 book, 
Progress, Coexistence and Intellectual Freedom, reveals where he truly stood. Sakharov 
emphasized that he was not opposed to socialism, but rather to the worst aspects of the police 
state. Indeed, Sakharov called for a "convergence" between communist and non-communist 
nations into a socialist world government. Golitsyn notes that the steps and timing proposed by 
Sakharov closely match those of the communist long-term plan. The apparent persecution of 
Sakharov not only reinforced the belief in the weakening of the Soviet political system, but also 
helped popularize the convergence idea. When Sakharov died in late 1989, the Soviet hierarchy 
honored him with spectacular tributes. 

Golitsyn points to the liberalization of Czechoslovakia in 1968 as a trial run, to see if the 
West would actually believe that a totalitarian communist nation could spontaneously turn to 
democracy. The transition itself was simple enough for the communists, who had by that time 
developed thorough penetration of all sectors of society, and had created their own opposition. 
According to Golitsyn, this particular experiment was planned while he was still in Moscow, in 
the late 1950s. In order to end the experiment without revealing the falsehood of the 
democratization, the Soviets staged an "invasion" of Czechoslovakia, although no violence 
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occurred and the communists with the reformist image, such as Dubcek, were given comfortable 
jobs afterward. 


By the early 1980s, Golitsyn's long observation of activities in the communist world led him to 
conclude that the bloc had by then completed its objectives for the first and second phases of the 
strategic deception, and was preparing to move into the third and final phase. The course of 
events prompted him to publish his book, in which the last section specifically forecasts the 
coming storm. 

He laid out in detail the likeliest strategic options the communists would implement. 
Beginning in the very near future, he warned, the communists would implement a wave of 
"renewals," or false democratizations, in Eastern Europe. These changes would not hurt the 
communist power structures in those nations, since they would be implemented using the vast 
infrastructures of control that permeate communist societies. They would, however, appear 
spontaneous and spectacular to the West, and would allow unification of Eastern and Western 
Europe into one socialist nation. With the Western Europeans caught off guard, the communists 
would be able to use their strategic positions within the united European structure to convert the 
new nation into an overt communist state. 

Isolating the U.S. 

The threat of this Euro-Soviet bloc would be used to drive the United States into a closer 
alliance with Communist China, effectively dividing the world into two power blocs, both 
heavily influenced or dominated by communists. This dialectic would allow the communists to 
"compete" for domination over the Third World. The phony "split" between the Soviet Union 
and Red China would be widened, probably even into military hostilities secretly coordinated 
between the two governments. Finally, with the United States completely isolated and 
strategically compromised, the entire communist bloc would suddenly unite, dropping all 
pretenses of splits and democracy, and would demand the surrender of the United States to the 
new world government. Part of this scenario was predicted by Andrei Sakharov as early as 1968, 
with communist victory to be complete by the year 2000. 

Golitsyn accurately foresaw many specific developments that have now occurred. He 
correctly predicted that Soviet dictator Yuri Andropov would be succeeded by "a younger leader 
with a more liberal image," a perfect description of Mikhail Gorbachev. In amazing detail, 
Golitsyn described a political restructuring process that would be carried out. Under the name 
"perestroika," virtually every expected point has materialized. 

He correctly emphasized that Solidarity would be legalized in Poland and allowed to 
form a coalition government with the communists after multiparty "elections." He also foresaw, 
with astonishing precision, democratization in Czechoslovakia, with a revival of former 
communist dictator Dubcek and close allies; the opening of the Berlin Wall and the reunification 
of Germany as the core for a United Europe; the German friendship treaty with the Soviet Union, 
signed last November; the implementation of "democracy" in such countries as Romania and 
Hungary; the end of the Warsaw Pact and NATO; and the efforts of these Eastern European 
governments to Join the European Community as a prelude to unification with the West. 
Golitsyn even stated that these changes would begin during the five years following his 1984 
book -- which actually happened, from Gorbachev's appointment in 1985 to the renewal in 
Eastern Europe since early 1989. 

Communist Europe 

The evidence appears to support Golitsyn's contention that the communists have not lost 
any power in Eastern Europe, but are even beginning a new phase of aggressive expansion. The 
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"elections" in Bulgaria and Albania brought victory to the communist parties in those nations. 
although the Bulgarian Communist Party has changed its name. In both cases, the only 
significant opposition groups have been formed under the domination of students and 
intellectuals, the sectors of society most thoroughly intertwined with the communist power 
structure. Thus, the communists can bring about their own "defeat" at any time without losing 
control. 

Democratic Forum. praised by the Hungarian communists as early as 1988, was made the 
electoral victor in that nation last year. The Forum has received crucial help from various top 
communists. including two powerful members of the Politburo, Imre Pozsgay and Miklos 
Nemeth. Democratic Forum's spokesman, himself a prominent faculty member at Karl Marx 
University in Budapest, has admitted the presence of many "former" communists, not only 
leading his group, but in the other opposition groups as well. 

Poland is today dominated by the Solidarity labor union. Anna Walentynowicz, founder 
of the organization, has recounted in the December 4, 1989 issue of THE NEW AMERICAN 
how the communist government gave their agent. Lech Walesa, control over Solidarity within 
days of its founding. By 1981, as Golitsyn has reviewed in his book, one million Communist 
Party members also belonged to Solidarity, including several dozen Central Committee 
members. Several of these communists have been leaders in the group, and aides to Lech 
Walesa. Since Solidarity has been little more than a front organization for the Polish 
communists, it was allowed amazing access to the state media and other resources needed to win 
popularity in the West. The deliberately unsuccessful "crackdown" on the group in 1981 further 
convinced the world of its legitimacy. Once that had been accomplished, the communists were 
able to legalize it again and allow it to win elections. 

Yet the new Solidarity government, until July of 1990, had appointed communists to 
positions over the secret police, the military, the judicial system, and all other central posts. 
Since then, several of those communists have been replaced, either with other communists or 
with people carefully selected by the communists. The "democratic" government of Poland has 
stated that even restrictions on freedom of speech will be lifted only slowly, and various 
anti-communist organizations, including some under the Solidarity banner, remain illegal and 
have not been allowed on election ballots. 

A startling documentary, shown by the British Broadcasting Corporation in May of 1990, 
made a compelling case that the street demonstrations and conflicts that led to the 1989 
"democratization" of Czechoslovakia were carefully planned and staged by both the KGB and 
the StB, the Czech secret police. The new president is playwright Vaclav Havel, years ago a 
co-founder, along with several Communist Party members, of the "dissident" organization 
Charter 77. Although allegedly "persecuted" by the communists in past years, Havel was given 
open access to the West of the sort given Soviet "dissident" Andrei Sakharov. The transition of 
government was accomplished in 1989 with the election of Havel by the communist members of 
the parliament, who also gave former communist dictator Aleksandr Dubcek an official position, 
precisely as predicted by Golitsyn. Since the change, communists, "former" communists, or 
agents of the StB have been put in such important positions as the Foreign Ministry, the military, 
and economic planning. Even the prime minister is a "former" communist strongly supported by 
Vaclav Havel. 

An article from a French magazine, appearing in the July 1990 issue of Soldier of 
Fortune, reviews evidence that the 1989 Romanian revolution was entirely coordinated by the 
KGB, with the help of the Romanian Securitate and military. The country is now dominated by 
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the National Salvation Front, which was organized by the KGB and is almost entirely led by 
current or "former" communists from the highest levels of the former Ceausescu regime. The 
new president of that nation is Ion Iliescu, previously a member of the Communist Party Central 
Committee, and the prime minister is long-time communist Petre Roman. 


The renewal in East Germany was officially prompted by New Forum, a "dissident" group 
formed in September of 1989 by "former" Communist Party members, along with academic and 
other officials with close ties to the party. The transition of government was begun by a transfer 
of power to secret police head Egon Krenz, who was subsequently replaced by Communist Party 
official Hans Modrow. The elections that followed made Lothar de Maiziere the prime minister 
of East Germany, until the recent unification. De Maiziere has been unable to shake allegations 
that he has been an agent of the Stasi, the East German secret police. His party, the East German 
Christian Democrats, was a part of the ruling communist coalition for over 40 years, and de 
Maiziere has been active in this party since 1957. 

The newer Social Democratic Party, formed in 1989, was headed by Ibrahim Boehme 
until he resigned over revelations that he was also a Stasi agent. Boehme had openly been a 
long-time Communist Party member. Among the other East German parties, three had been part 
of the communist dictatorship for decades, alongside the Christian Democrats. 

Haven for Communist Agents 

Most of the world, including the West Germans themselves, now believes that German 
reunification has ended the communist foothold in East Germany. But while a united Germany 
flies the West German flag, the communists are actively expanding their control over the entire 
nation. Although the Stasi has been officially disbanded, the closing of its headquarters means 
little. Since the early 1950s the Stasi has built a vast network of operatives, both in East and 
West Germany, with up to two million agents and full- or part-time informants. 

Before unification, the East German official in charge of ending the Stasi network 
appointed Stasi agents to supervise the process. Since unification, many of the Stasi files have 
disappeared, most of the rest are locked away, and the investigation is being closed without 
major results. Of the 5,000 Stasi agents thought by West German intelligence to have penetrated 
important West German offices before unification, only some 200 have surfaced. 

The unification itself has undoubtedly brought tens of thousands of new communist 
agents into the German government. Apparently in anticipation of the planned renewal in Eastern 
Europe, the Stasi in 1986 dispersed over 2,000 of its top agents throughout high offices in East 
Germany, and sent 500 additional agents to West Germany. Most of these still unidentified 
special agents have been incorporated into united German institutions, and are waiting for future 
orders from their controllers. The united German military is incorporating thousands of East 
German officers, virtually all of them "former" members of the Communist Party. The West 
German Social Democratic and Christian Democratic Parties are merging with their East German 
counterparts, thereby bringing in untold numbers of unknown communists. De Maiziere, for 
example, has been named deputy chairman of the united Christian Democrats. And the "former" 
communists from the East German parliament have been taken into the all-German parliament. 

Altogether, the probable number of communist agents permeating Germany may already 
be sufficient for a complete takeover. Evidence has recently surfaced that the Soviet KGB has 
taken operational control over these Stasi agents, and German intelligence has found a sudden 
reactivation of espionage, now coordinated from Soviet military bases in East Germany. 
Hundreds of millions of dollars have mysteriously disappeared from government accounts. A 
wave of assassinations has killed five prominent German leaders during the last eighteen months, 
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with the Red Army Faction, a communist terrorist group coordinated by the Stasi, claiming 
responsibility in at least two cases. Golitsyn explained in his book that assassination is an 
important method used by the KGB for advancing its agents in Western governments, by 
eliminating their competitors. German intelligence also admits that Stasi has hidden vast stores 
of weapons for future use. 

Changes in the Soviet Union are also completely under communist control. The 
independence movements of the Baltic states are officially led by the communist parties of those 
nations, and growing evidence shows that the Soviet communists incited and armed the violent 
riots in Azerbaijan. 

Renewals in other countries, including Mongolia and Nicaragua, are equally controlled. 
In Nicaragua, for example, President Violetta Chamorro was herself an original member of the 
dictatorial Sandinista junta. She has left virtually all economic, political, military, and police 
power in the hands of Sandinistas, and such communist countries as the Soviet Union continue to 
send military aid. Golitsyn has also predicted a possible renewal in Cuba as part of the global 
deception. 

The Coming Terror 

The major objective of the renewals, as Golitsyn pointed out, is convergence with the 
West. Various leaders of both Western and Eastern Europe are now using the German example 
to call for the political unification of all Europe. But the communists are masters of using 
dialectical strategy to win full power over nations in which they become coalition partners in the 
government. This is the method they now hope to use, assuming Western Europe will agree to 
the merger. 

The Soviets are fully prepared to assist in the takeover. Tens of thousands of Soviet 
troops remain in Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary, while over 300,000 Soviet troops are 
being maintained in East Germany at German expense. Meanwhile, note Jane's military 
Information Group and other sources, the Soviet Union is using the new economic aid it is 
receiving to carry out its largest military buildup in over two decades. The armies in Poland and 
Germany are not scheduled to leave until late in 1994, long after unification of Western -- 
possibly with Eastern -- Europe. If NATO troops largely withdraw by that time, the communists 
may well be able to seize sufficient power in all of the United States of Europe to allow the 
Soviet divisions to stay permanently, and even to occupy the rest of that continent. Golitsyn has 
warned that if this is successful, all pretense of democracy will be rapidly abandoned. European 
citizens will no longer be allowed to leave, genuine anti-communists and dissidents will be 
executed, large numbers of prisons and concentration camps similar to those still fully operating 
in the Soviet Union will augment campaigns of random mass murder, and a communist state will 
be openly established -- peacefully. 

Anatoliy Golitsyn offers solutions to this imminent crisis. Most important, he argues, is a 
united effort by the West to end all aid to, and trade with, the communist bloc, including 
"democratized" nations. Economic sanctions, he maintains, are the only way to strike directly at 
communism's eternal weakness and bring about an authentic collapse of communist power. But 
will the West wake up in time? 

Anatoliy Golitsyn's book, New Lies for Old (paperback, $10.00), is available from 
General Birch Services, P.O. Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54913 (add $3.00 for shipping). 
CORRECTION, PLEASE! 

Wrong Year in History 
ITEM: Recalling events that occurred on 'This Day in History," the April 24th Boston Globe 
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carried this item: "In 1979, President Reagan lifted a 16-month-old grain embargo against the 
Soviet Union." 

CORRECTION: Ronald Reagan did not take office as President of the United States until 
January 20, 1981. 

Highlander Folk School 

ITEM: The winner of this year's Robert F. Kennedy Book Award, according to an April 15th 
Associated Press dispatch, was an autobiography of Myles Horton, "an activist Southern 
educator who died last year at 84 .... Horton founded the Highlander Folk School in Tennessee 
to help poor people learn to solve social problems." 

CORRECTION: Testifying before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee in March of 
1954, Paul Crouch, a former top Communist Party official in the South, said that "the Highlander 
Folk School is a school operated at Monteagle, Tenn., ostensibly as an independent labor school, 
but actually working in close cooperation with the Communist Party." He said that Myles Horton 
had top communists speak at the school and allowed the Communist Party newspaper, the Daily 
Worker, to be made available to the students. 

Crouch testified that he had asked Horton to become a member of the Communist Party, 
but that Horton replied: "I am doing you just as much good now as I would if I were a member of 
the Communist Party. I am often asked if J am a Communist Party member and I always say 'no.' 
I feel much safer in having no fear that evidence might be uncovered to link me with the 
Communist Party." 

Clergy Shortage 

ITEM: "Applicants to catholic seminaries are declining -- for every 100 priests now leaving 
active ministry, only 59 others are replacing them, according to Dean Hoge, a socialist at 
Catholic University in Washington, D.C.," said an article in the April 14th Parade Magazine. 
"He says the main reason is the Catholic Church's refusal to let women be ordained and to allow 
optional celibacy." 

CORRECTION: Other religious denominations are ordaining women and have long 
permitted married clergy, but they are experiencing clergy shortages as well. The reason for the 
decline in religious vocations has more to do with the materialistic, sex-oriented, me-first, 
deny-yourself-nothing philosophy of the times than anything else. In countries like Poland, and 
in certain nations in Africa, where this philosophy does not exist, vocations to the Catholic 
priesthood are booming. 

Bush's Global Mission 

ITEM: The April 22nd issue of Insight magazine carried this comment from White House 
domestic advisor James P. Pinkerton: "President Bush has made it clear there will be no 
gloating [over the victory in the Persian Gulf], just as there will be no more Vietnams. He is 
leading the country down a middle path of confidence in our technology and certitude about our 
global mission: to defend and expand the Free World." 

CORRECTION: It is difficult to see how the Free World can be expanded by a Bush 
Administration foreign policy that has left Saddam Hussein in power in Iraq to slaughter the 
Kurdish people; toadied to the brutal communist rulers in Red China; and launched a virtual 
crusade to keep Mikhail Gorbachev in power while he continues to crush the people of the Soviet 
Union. Mr. Bush's stated global mission is to bring about what he calls "a new world order, an 
order in which a credible United Nations can use its peacekeeping role to fulfill the promise and 
vision of the UN's founders." An organization dominated by dictators and disciples of 
international socialism can never be a credible vehicle for peace, freedom, or Justice. 
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Betraying Jesuit Ideals 
ITEM: Writing on the 450th anniversary of the founding of the Society of jesus by St. Ignatius 
Loyola, Boston College President J. Donald Monan, S.J., talked in the April 22nd Boston Globe 
about the "Jesuit and Catholic character" of BC and said that the university's "curricula and 
programs draw meaningful inspiration from Christian intellectual and ethical concerns." 

CORRECTION: Fr. Monan's comments appeared one day before Boston College entertained 
on campus, for a reported fee of $5,000, Faye Wattleton, the president of Planned Parenthood, 
the nation's largest baby-killing conglomerate. And this was not an isolated betrayal of the jesuit 
motto of doing everything "for the greater glory of God." Philip F. Lawler, director of public 
affairs for the Catholic League for Religious and Civil Rights, lists other betrayals occurring at 
Boston College: 

Mary Daly, a self-proclaimed lesbian and pagan, teaches theology. When militant 

homosexuals staged a noisy ruckus outside Holy Cross Cathedral, chanting 

obscene slogans and pelting priests with condoms, one of the demonstrators was a 

full-time member of the BC faculty. Two years ago, an upstart undergraduate 

newspaper revealed that the campus health services was counseling unmarried 

students to use birth control devices. and even offering abortion referrals! During 

the current academic year. witches have performed their own occult ceremonies in 

campus buildings. 

IUD an Abortifacient 

ITEM: Az article about intrauterine devices in the April 16th New York Times said that "the 
United States legal system has slowed the development and marketing of new contraceptives" 
and that "loss of consumer acceptance of IUDs has led many manufacturers to abandon 
research in contraceptives." 

CORRECTION: The IUD is not a contraceptive, that is, a device that blocks the union of 
sperm and egg and the beginning of a new life; it is an abortifacient, that is, a device that 
prevents an already conceived human being from implanting in the wall of the uterus, thus 
causing an early abortion. 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 
EDUCATION Hands Off, Mr. 
President! 

It is being heralded as "bold," "creative," "ambitious" and "revolutionary" by 
Republicans, Democrats, educrats, and media pundits. But subversive, unconstitutional, 
autocratic, and fascistic more appropriately describe President Bush's new National Educational 
Strategy, unveiled at an April 18th White House press conference. 

Albert Shanker, president of the American Federation of Teachers, who was on hand at 
the media event, is pleased as punch over Bush's "America 2000" plan for education. 'This 
initiative marked a turning point in American education," says Shanker, whose militant union 
vies with the larger National Education Association to radicalize and "represent" America's 
teachers. "Never before," trumpets Shanker, "has a president of the United States said that the 
federal government has a major responsibility for improving the quality of elementary and 
secondary education." 

Nonpartisan Glee 

The glee of Shanker and other socialist-minded Democrats is understandable: Like 
Nixon's Red China reversal and his public embrace of Keynesian economics, or Reagan's gun 
control flip-flop, Bush's education "revolution" proposal is lining up Republican support for a 
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goal that the Democrats have long dreamed of but could never have hoped to implement with a 
Dukakis or a Cuomo in the Oval Office. Republicans who screamed that President Carter's plan 
for a cabinet-level Department of Education would take us down the primrose path to bolshevism 
now enthusiastically applaud the party's embrace of a national, centralized education policy. 

According to current GOP political wisdom, President Bush and Education Secretary 
Lamar Alexander have scored a grand coup on the domestic front to balance the foreign policy 
capital the administration raked in on the Gulf war. "I think we've got a very dynamic secretary, 
dynamic President," purred Senator Orrin Hatch (R-UT), the senior Republican on the Labor and 
Human Resources Committee. Early in his career he was considered a staunch constitutionalist, a 
shining light for conservatives. Missouri Governor John Ashcroft, a Republican and a 
media-portrayed conservative, is ecstatic because the Bush/Alexander plan reinforces the 
National Governors Association reform initiatives. "We're thrilled" to have President Bush's 
leadership, said Ashcroft, vice chairman of the NGA. 

To be sure, there were some sour grapes. Senator Kennedy (D-MA) and Representative 
Gephardt (D-MO) harrumphed that the President was homing in on their turf and stealing 
Democratic thunder. NEA chief Keith Geiger groused that, with his teachers fighting budget cuts 
in many states, his union would have to view the Bush national strategy with cynicism. But 
partisan posturing notwithstanding, it's a sure thing that the Democratic leadership shares Al 
Shanker's buoyant view: So what if Bush lays claim to the title of "Education President," as long 
as he advances our agenda. 

Full Court Press 

JFK and LBJ may have let the camel's nose inside the tent with their programs for federal 
aid to education, but if Mr. Bush has his way, the whole caravan of smelly ruminants soon will 
come crashing through the tent flap -- to choruses of praise for local control of education. There 
were the usual obligatory sops to local control in the President's April 18th remarks. And, said 
Mr. Bush, "People who want Washington to solve our educational problems are missing the 
point." But that is the point exactly, as he well knows. He has launched a full court press to fully 
nationalize education. He calls the plan his "National Education Strategy" -- a plan that calls for 
"national education goals," "national testing," and "new national standards for the five core 
subjects." 

Beyond that, it proposes setting up a multitude of new federal programs: a private sector 
research and development fund of $150 million to be called the "New American Schools 
Development Corporation"; a "Presidential Citation" for students who excel; an "America 2000" 
designation for those communities that "embrace the national education goals"; and $535 million 
in federal funds to provide $1 million to each of 535 "New American Schools," at least one of 
which would be established in every congressional district. It's a nice bundle of tempting carrots, 
with no federal sticks immediately visible. 

Parental Choice 

The big carrot, the one that has had everyone abuzz and that has brought so many 
conservatives aboard, is "parental choice," or just "choice," as it is often called, But "choice" -- 
allowing parents to choose the public or private school they want to send their children to and 
providing them with a voucher or tax credit to do so -- may hide the big stick that can destroy 
private schools. For "as surely as water will wet us, as surely as fire will bum," so too with 
credits and vouchers will come, inevitably, ever more restrictive government regulations and 
controls. As the President himself stated: "We ask only... that their students meet the new 
national standards." 
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Debate over the merits of school choice, standards, goals, restructuring, vouchers, tuition 
tax credits, etc., continues to rage in every state. From a constitutional perspective, that's where 
the debate must remain. Our Constitution grants to the president no powers whatsoever to get 
involved in education. let alone any imperial powers to "reinvent American education," to 
"transform America's schools," or to mandate "new schools for a new world." 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 
FREE PRESS eee 
Polish Cosmetics 

Month after month, Joe Losiak has been patiently monitoring the "reforms" taking place 
in Poland. In the March issue of Radical, Losiak reminds us of the true state of affairs in Poland: 
"The Ministry of Defense is led by longtime Communist Piortr Kolodziejczyk. [C]ommunist 
Colonels and Generals occupy all key positions involving the military police, intelligence 
gathering within Poland and abroad, training, investigations, and direct military command." 

The Ministry of Interior is led by Krzysztof Kozlowski, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
by Krzysztof Skubiszewski. Though officially independents, both individuals have had 
compromising political relations with the communists for years. Meanwhile, Walesa continues to 
name communists to internal posts and plays out the part of a "democratic" president. 

Losiak continues: "The current Parliament of Poland was elected in 1989 where the 
communists were guaranteed 66 percent of all seats outright and the opportunity to contest the 
remaining 34 percent." Power has not changed hands. "Information, borders, legislation, money 
and guns remain in Communist hands. Even more than this, the Communists of old retain their 
hold on the entire infrastructure of the country." 

Losiak concludes: "Why is our President along with Secretary of State Baker leading the 
cheers for Soviet Bloc pseudo changes that have actually resulted in more pain for most in 
Eastern Europe and have compromised NATO?" (6337 Cermack, Berwyn, IL 60402, $35) 

Free Market Brit 

Even the junk mail from the Foundation for Economic Education is full of wisdom. The 
Winter 1991 issue of Notes from FEE contains a memorable piece by Teresa Gorman, a 
conservative member of the British Parliament, on Frederic Bastiat, author of the classic text on 
freedom, The Law. 

Says Gorman: "Bastiat was the greatest evangelist for free trade in the history of 
economics. His conviction was much purer than that of Adam Smith." 

To quote Bastiat himself: "The State is the great fiction where everyone seeks to live at 
the expense of everyone else." And, unfortunately, they are doing a successful job of it. 

Gorman cogently summarizes Statism: "Most people cherish the illusion that Parliament 
exists to defend the rights of the individual. Far from it. In 90 out of every 100 speeches, MPs are 
claiming that their model for coercing the rest of us is better than somebody else's. Parliament is 
a magnet which attracts people of a bossy disposition into the public arena." (Foundation for 
Economic Education, Irvington-on-Hudson, NY 10533, on request) 

Columbus as Villain 

Columbus is on the outs with the folks at the National Council of Churches. They've put 
on long faces as we enter the 500th anniversary commemoration of the great discoverer's voyage 
to the New World. The March 1991 issue of Religion and Democracy reports on an NCC 
resolution: 

The resolution entitled "A Faithful Response to the 500th Anniversary of the Arrival of 

Christopher Columbus" declares 1992 instead to be a year of "reflection and 
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repentance." Why so somber? Asserting that Columbus' discovery was actually an 

"invasion" and a "historical tragedy," the resolution holds Columbus and his 

successors responsible for such atrocities as slavery, "ecocide," legalized 

occupation, exploitation, rape, theft, and racism .... Finally, the descendants of 

Columbus and his fellow "conquerors" have suffered with the legacy of perpetual 

"paternalism and racism" that is allegedly at the root of American culture as we 

know it." 

Poor old Columbus tried to get to India, stumbled on a savage empire or two, not to 
mention some great real estate values, and this is the thanks he gets. (Institute on Religion and 
Democracy, 1331 H Street NW, Suite 900, Washington, DC 200054706, $25) 

Wolves in the West 

Conservatives should be wary of the well-organized efforts of the Lyndon LaRouche 
group to siphon off right thinkers and funds for their personal Insider schemes. The LaRouchites 
put out a slick, well written Journal, EIR: Executive Intelligence Review, which contains 
some excellent background and research data. For instance, the March 15th issue contains essays 
on the IMF and Peruvian cholera; Population Council eugenics; Bush hanky-panky in the 
banking industry; and LaRouche's latest encyclical on European technological development. 

But a number of things are troubling about this group. First, there is the cult of 
personality surrounding LaRouche. LaRouche has shown himself to be an opportunist, altering 
his political direction from his early Trotskyite days to his current image as a rightwinger. 

Second, LaRouchites -- following their early leftwing techniques have been weaseling 
into both Republican and Democrat local committees around the country. 

Third, LaRouchites have also taken to salting their rhetoric with references to God, 
Judeo-Christian beliefs, and appeals to moral order. They want the power base the Christian 
Right can provide them. 

The LaRouche group rightly laments the Bush new world order. But it is not the new 
world order that troubles them; they just want the organization of it to be under LaRouche. 

What conservatives want, on the other hand, is a legal constitutional order, a natural 
economic order, and a moral internal order. (EIR News Service, 1430 K Street NW, Suite 901, 
Washington, DC 20005, $396) 

-- JAMES L. SAUER 
Cuomo Assaults Rifles 

Governor Mario Cuomo's current drive to pressure the New York legislature to approve 
additional state restrictions on firearms is just one example of the growing threat at the state 
level. 

The Cuomo-crafted anti-gun proposal would impose a special 10 percent tax on the retail 
value of firearms, ammunition, and reloading components. Nearly 50 "assault" rifles are 
specifically targeted by the bill, along with any guns that fit a broad definition of "assault rifle." 
The definition could be interpreted to encompass virtually all semiautomatic firearms. In 
addition to centerfire shotguns and dries with a combined chamber-and-barrel capacity 
exceeding six shells or cartridges, it includes those with such military characteristics as flash 
suppressors, grenade launchers, barrel shrouds, night sights, multi-burst trigger activators, or the 
capacity to accept a silencer. Regarding the latter, some critics note that since nearly every 
firearm can be fitted with a properly adapted silencing device, and since the term "silencer" in 
the bill is unqualified, the silencer provision is a near-universal catch-all for whatever guns might 
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not otherwise qualify for control. 

"Assault" rifle owners would be licensed (as handgun owners already are), while their 
guns would be registered under one of only two categories of use (note that self-defense is not 
one of them): competition firing or practice firing on ranges. "Assault" rifle magazines would 
also be registered, and possessing one alone would be barred. 

Schaefer Misfires 

In a recent column (THE NEW AMERICAN, April 9th) we mentioned that Maryland's 
anti-gun Governor William Donald Schaefer had commuted the prison sentences of eight women 
who had been duly convicted of killing allegedly abusive husbands or boyfriends. Actually, only 
seven of the eight had been convicted of homicide (one was imprisoned for assault). Schaefer 
had declared that the commutations were based on "a careful and comprehensive review" of each 
case. But on March 17th the Baltimore Sun reported that the governor's decision to free three of 
the seven who had killed their mates was based on misleading information supplied by his own 
staff and an advocacy group for "battered women." 

One of the felons, Virginia J. Johnson, according to a ease review memo given to 
Schaefer, stabbed her boyfriend to death during an attack. But that claim was not confirmed by 
either the physical evidence or the testimony of witnesses. There were no signs that she had been 
injured, and while she was out on bail awaiting her trial for murder she was arrested again after 
reportedly pulling a knife on a potential witness and threatening to kill her. 

Another of the Schaefer Eight, Bernadette Barnes, was reportedly raped and beaten by 
her husband. She was convicted of hiring a contract killer to get rid of her husband, eventually 
enabling her to collect $22,000 on an insurance policy. According to Baltimore state's attorney 
Stuart O. Simms, "It was a contract killing, pure and simple." Neither he nor his officer were 
contacted by state officials for their recommendation on commutation. 

And Patricia Ann Washington, who according to Schaefer was abused for 10 years by her 
husband, had maintained both before and after her trial that she had never been hit by her 
husband before the night of the murder. There was no evidence that she killed her husband 
"during an attack," nor was there any evidence that she had been abused by him either that night 
or in the past. 

Paul J. Davis, chairman of the Maryland Parole Commission, and Bishop L. Robinson, 
secretary of public safety and correctional services, have acknowledged that they did not 
question any persons originally involved in the cases. Their recommendations to Governor 
Schaefer were based instead on a review of prison and parole files and histories of alleged 
"abuse" prepared by attorneys for a "battered women" advocacy group. 

The governor audaciously ignored the trial evidence, the jury verdicts, and the reasoning 
behind the sentences imposed by the judges when he commuted the sentences of each of these 
convicted killers. Yet, he did find the time to pressure the Maryland Assembly to approve yet 
another of his pet gun control schemes, this time to ban 39 types of semiautomatic weapons and 
give the state police superintendent authority to add a wide range of such weapons to the list of 
firearms banned by the state's Handgun Roster Board. Apparently the governor holds guns -- 
and not people -- responsible for violent crime. 

Exercising the Right 

On February 22nd, a man walked into the Millcreek Pharmacy and Hardware store in 
Murray, Utah and handed pharmacist Rod Dunn a note asserting, "I am an addict. I have a gun. 
Be smart and no one will get hurt." The note demanded the painkillers Percodan and Percocet, 
with which the robber fled. On March 7th he returned for a refill, telling Dunn, "Okay, let's do 
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this one more time." But this time Dunn pulled a .22 caliber revolver from under the counter, 
pointed it at the robber, and declared, "I don't know if you have a gun, but I have one," at which 
point the suspect ran from the store. Dunn gave chase and fired a warning shot into a fence the 
thug was climbing. As a detective captain with the Salt Lake County Sheriffs Office noted, Dunn 
was not trying to hit the man, but "did intend to put the fear of God into him and let him know he 
was not welcome back." 

Unfortunately, the suspect escaped, but this time empty-handed. And having become 
aware that at least one potential victim is armed and willing to fight back, he will not likely 
target the Millcreek Pharmacy and Hardware store a third time. 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 
Victimization as Weapon 

The strategic trend in radical Left circles is to attempt to harness the forces of the state to 
impose sanctions against those who hold beliefs that are not "politically correct." A few 
examples: 

* Universities are adopting speech codes against vague offenses that include making 
remarks that are perceived as insensitive. The codes not only prohibit speech deemed offensive 
to racial and religious groups, but in some cases speech which might be interpreted to show a 
bias against certain age groups, sexual practices, and even socioeconomic status. 

* Radical feminists have succeeded in getting a federal judge to rule that pro-life 
demonstrators who protest at abortion clinics are guilty of discrimination against women. In 
National Organization for Women v. Operation Rescue, the 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
upheld a permanent injunction preventing demonstrators from hindering access to abortion 
clinics. NOW and other abortion advocates filed suit under the Ku Klux Klan Act, contending 
that women seeking abortions were victims of "class-based animus" on the part of the protestors. 

* Despite the Left's lingering outrage against government hearings into the activities of 
the entertainment industry 40 years ago, there is little protest over a new probe by the U.S. 
Commission on Civil Rights into the media's portrayal of women and minorities. Arthur 
Fletcher, chairman of the commission, is seeking $550,000 from Congress for the two-year study 
that will focus on "negative images" of women and minorities on TV. 

Why the double-standard? Why is it increasingly popular to censor speech and legitimate 
protest activity?. Columnist John Leo, writing in U.S. News & World Report, suggests that all of 
this is simply part of a new model of victimization, in which certain groups are portrayed as 
weak, resourceless, fragile, and in need of government protection. "Why does the left behave this 
way?." he asks. "Because it has only one model for coping with prejudice and group conflict: 
Emphasize victimization, cite a ‘hostile environment’ and follow with litigation and punishment." 

Attacking the Media 

As if the radical Left wasn't already getting loving treatment from the Establishment 
media, a new effort aims to put pressure on the press for more sympathetic coverage. An article 
in Z Magazine called for demonstrations, pickets, and even civil disobedience efforts against 
media outlets that don't toe the "progressive" party line. The article reported that a meeting was 
held in Massachusetts recently in which publishers got together "to discuss ways of countering 
mainstream media lies." 

Changing Focus 

What are the common threads that hold leftist groups together? Sometimes it's difficult to 

figure out. The Los Angeles Coalition Against U.S. Intervention in the Middle East is changing 
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its name and focus. While the group hasn't settled on the new name yet, the purpose will shift 
from condemning U.S. foreign policy to calling for the resignation of Police Chief Daryl Gates 
because of brutality within his department. It's really the same fight, explain organizers. "People 
are really, really, really committed to keeping things going," said one member. 

Sunset Hall Update 

When a real estate deal threatened to close down Sunset Hall, a Los Angeles retirement 
home for radicals, the press and other sympathetic forces quickly came to the rescue. Activist 
celebrities, including Burt Lancaster and Pete Seeger, gave benefit performances for the hall 
raising some $26,000. The Los Angeles Times and other papers provided massive media 
coverage. 

The result: Sunset Hall will continue to provide food and shelter for aging Communist 
Party members and other "progressives." Thus, the home continues to operate as a staging 
ground for letter-writing and telephone crusades. 

Thanking Communists 

Who did the Allied Printing Trades Council thank for "objective and extensive coverage" 
of the New York Daily News strike and the surrounding labor negotiations? Not the New York 
Times, but the Communist Party People's Weekly World. 

"Thanks to journalists like you who provided accurate, investigative coverage, the public 
was able to hear both sides of the story," wrote officials of the Kambler Group, representing the 
unions, in a letter to the communist paper. So proud was the PWW, it printed the letter in a 
promotional ad in its April 6th issue. 

Ms. Information 

An editorial in the March-April issue of Ms. magazine suggests that actress Margot 
Kidder was on to something when she claimed that America's involvement in the Persian Gulf 
war was the result of "toxic levels of testosterone." 

Editor Robin Morgan suggests that U.S. strategies were "phallocentric" because of the 
use of sports terminology such as "penetration" and "softening up hardened bunkers." Morgan 
asks: "Is it a digression to note recent newspaper reports that violence against women rises 
dramatically during Super Bowl weekend?" Yes, Robin, it is a digression. 

Return of the Black Panther 

The Black Panther, a newspaper associated with the Marxist-Leninist thugs who spread 
terror in the late 60s and early 70s, is making a comeback. Published in Berkeley by former 
members of the party, the first issue proudly extols the virtues of the group's late leader, Huey 
Newton. The paper will be distributed, organizers say, to black-owned businesses and "leftist and 
liberal bookstores and newsstands throughout the U.S." 

-- JOSEPH FARAH 
AMERICAN HERO Some of LA's 
Good Cops 

Kent Perry has been a police officer in Portland, Oregon since 1971. "During that time," 
he said, "I've been shot, punched, kicked, spat upon, and cussed." He said that "cops in America 
are caught between the proverbial rock and a hard spot. Faced with an ever-growing crime rate 
of staggering proportions, yet fettered by a chronic lack of manpower and funding, police are 
expected to do more with less. The result: while we may win occasional battles, we're losing the 
war." 

Statistics show that one law enforcement officer is killed in the line of duty every 57 
hours. About 60,000 of the nation's 496,000 police officers are victims of assault each year as 
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they try to help the more than 36 million victims of serious crimes committed in the United 
States. 

Like every other profession, there are good cops and bad cops. The bad cops are very 
much in the news now following the videotaped beating of a man by Los Angeles police officers 
after a March 3rd traffic stop. But isolated acts of brutality by a few policemen should not be 
used to tar the vast majority of courageous and compassionate men and women whom we have 
hired to protect us. 

Consider some of the good cops who have given their lives in Los Angeles in recent 
years, and others who have shown exceptional bravery and selflessness in risking their own lives 
to protect fellow citizens: 

Tina Kerbrat. This rookie officer, who had stepped out of her cruiser to question two 
men drinking beer in public shortly after midnight on February 11, 1991, was shot four times at 
point-blank range before she even had time to speak or draw her own weapon. Kerbrat, 34, was 
the first female officer in LAPD history to be killed in the line of duty. 

Russell Kuster. This veteran homicide detective was having dinner at a restaurant on the 
evening of October 9, 1990 when a man who had been asked to leave the restaurant came back 
waving a gun at the patrons. Kuster, 50, identified himself as a police officer and ordered the 
man to put down the gun. The gunman fired at Kuster, hitting him four times, but the officer 
managed to shoot the assailant three times before falling to the floor dead. 

Daniel Pratt. This undercover LAPD officer was tailing suspects in a gang drive-by 
shooting on the night of September 3, 1988 when the suspects suddenly made a U-turn and 
sprayed the unmarked car with bullets, one of which struck Pratt in the face. Pratt, 30, left a 
pregnant wife and three young children. 

Don Tsunawaki. On the night of July 25, 1989, Officer Tsunawaki and his partner found 
themselves in a shootout in a North Hollywood backyard. When his partner was knocked 
unconscious after colliding with a wall, Tsunawaki, with only several days of actual field 
experience, exposed himself to gunfire going to and from his partner's position and shielded him 
with his own body until he could get him to a waiting ambulance. Tsunawaki was commended 
for placing himself in peril to rescue a fellow officer. 

George A. Lamprey. While driving home from duty in the early morning hours of 
February 4, 1989, Sergeant Lamprey saw a burning car on the other side of a divided freeway. 
He stopped his own car on the median strip, climbed over the divider wall, and crossed six lanes 
to find two persons trapped inside the burning vehicle. Lamprey was able to reach through a 
window, unhook the driver's seatbelt and, with the aid of a civilian bystander, pull the driver 
from the flaming car. He carried the driver to a safe place and returned to the scene, but the 
flames were too intense to rescue a passenger in the car. Lamprey received a Medal of Valor for 
his actions. 

Daved Leaton. On the afternoon of August 29, 1988, Officer Leaton arrived at a six-unit 
apartment building that was on fire. He heard cries for help and plunged into the smoke-filled 
structure. After kicking down one door and leading two children and a woman to safety, Leaton 
learned that his partner was trapped with three other persons on the second floor. He had his 
partner throw two toddlers out the window and caught them both as they fell through the smoke, 
and then caught their mother as she jumped from the window 12 feet above the ground. Leaton 
radioed for assistance for his partner, who was able to jump to safety, and was credited with 
saving the lives of seven people. 

David J. Cervantes, Ralph E. Morten, Randy D. Walker. During the early morning 
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hours of August 21, 1988, these officers responded to a "man-with-a-gun" call and were fired 
upon as they opened the apartment door. Walker was immediately wounded by the lone gunman 
and Cervantes and Morten repeatedly presented themselves as targets in order to divert the 
assailant's attention away from their wounded team mate. For their bravery under fire and their 
concern for the safety of their fellow officers, the trio was awarded the department's Medal of 
Valor. 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 
PUBLISHER'S PAGE Taking the 
Extreme Position 


John F. McManus 


For more years than I care to admit, many of my attempts to alert others to the threat of 
communism or socialism have evoked a cocksure insistence that these twin legacies of Karl 
Marx were completely understood. Marxism was based on dialectical materialism, I have ever so 
frequently been assured. And because my academically oriented adversaries could boastfully toss 
the term around, they assured me that there wasn't a chance in the world that communism or 
socialism could infect them. 

In any of these confrontations, I never had to ask for an explanation of dialectical 
materialism; it was repeatedly shoved down my throat. "Dialectical materialism," I was told, 
"means that a thesis and an antithesis will be fashioned into a synthesis." End of discussion. And 
wasn't Ia dummy for never having known this! 

Dialectic Defined 

This textbook definition, however, rarely meant anything to its regurgitator. It was 
merely a textbook answer. Rarely was it understood that the process destroys objective truth. 
Hardly ever did its proud explainer realize that the rightness or wrongness of any action or 
proposition (the thesis or antithesis) was being scrapped in favor of maybeness (the synthesis). 

In the process, truth was being compromised, effectively abandoned. Falsehood took its 
place. What could be more subversive of good order? Bad philosophy, especially a system 
holding that absolutes are to be shunned or compromised, is the ultimate subverter. 

To the pre-Christian philosophers, the word dialectic signified "investigation by 
dialogue." In their day, the term came to mean the art of argumentation. Where the Greeks 
sought through argumentation to arrive at truth and knowledge, modern subversive philosophies 
effectively silence truth and deny reality. Kant claimed that objects perceived by the sense were 
mere phenomena of the mind. 

Hegel rejected both "being" and "nothing," proposing instead a constant state 
of"becoming." It is hardly surprising to know that Karl Marx developed his own destructive 
philosophy from the skewed thinking of these two. 

Our Age Infected 

Although few realize it, much of today's thinking is based on the flawed systems 
produced by Kant, Hegel, and Marx. Those who take a firm stand for (thesis) or against 
(antithesis) almost anything should be prepared to have the label "extremist" hung around their 
necks. They should expect to be urged to adopt the middle ground (synthesis). 

How few there are who realize that truth is always the extreme position. Once arrived at, 
there can be no progress beyond it, for it is the truth. And movement in the other direction -- 
softening truth -- destroys it. 

Modern America is constantly being persuaded to avoid the "extreme" position and settle 
somewhere in the fuzzy and comfortable middle. Such stands as abortion is murder, socialism 1s 
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theft, education is the right of the parents, and the Constitution is the ultimate law are ridiculed. 
Instead, we hear that abortion must be a matter of choice, government social programs are both 
necessary and compassionate, state-run school administrators and teachers know what's best for 
children, and the Constitution ought to be modernized. 

In the field of ethics, right and wrong are out, and "it depends on the situation" has taken 
over. Rev. Joseph Fletcher, whose book Situation Ethics has infected millions, held membership 
in the Communist Party USA -- hardly a surprise. What he was proposing was a synthesis as a 
substitute for "Thou shalt" and "Thou shalt not." 

Art of Compromise 

Certainly, the arena of politics has not escaped the ravages of bad philosophy. Recall how 
often politics has been defined as "the art of compromise," and you begin to see how the heirs of 
the 19th Century philosophical subverters have been winning. Elected and appointed officials are 
repeatedly praised for arriving at the "middle ground." They have adopted the thinking of Karl 
Marx. 

Bad philosophy cannot undergird a healthy civilization. No one knows this better than the 
deliberately evil geniuses who foster such muddled thinking. The entire world would be in far 
better shape if millions were persuaded to realize that right is right even if few are willing to 
admit it. And so, too, is wrong always wrong. What is desperately needed is a proliferation of 
such thinking, the kind that makes a habit of championing absolutes -- of which there are indeed 
many. 
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